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NOTICE      NOTICE      NOTICE 


A   SECOND   COMBINED   HIGHWAY    LOCATION    AND    DESIGN    PUBLIC    HEARING 

A  SECOND  Combined  Highway  Location  and  Design  Public  Hearing  wiii  be 
held  in  the  Target  Range  School  at  4095  South  Ave.  W.  in  Missoula,  Montana 
on  Wednesday,  February  23,  1983  at  7:30  p.m.,  relating  to  the  proposed 
location  and  major  design  features  of  a  proposal  to  replace  the  Harper's 
Bridge,  presently  located  ten  miles  northwest  of  Missoula,  over  the  Clark 
Fork  River. 

Three  (3)  alternate  crossing   sites  will   be  discussed. 

The  project  will  consist  of  constructing  a  two-lane,  two-way  bridge  with 
provisions  for  pedestrian  and  bicycle  traffic.  New  two-lane,  two-way  paved 
approaches  will  connect  the  bridge  with  the  Big  Flat  Road  (County  Route  30) 
on  the  west  side  of  the  river  and  with  the  Mullan  Road  (FAS  263)  on  the  east 
side.  Drainage  facilities,  signing  and  other  highway  related  improvements  will 
be   constructed.      New  right-of-way  will   be  required  along  most  of  the  project. 

A  copy  of  the  Environmental  Assessment  along  with  maps,  drawings  and 
other  pertinent  information  relating  to  this  project  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  Department  of  Highways  offices  in  Missoula  and 
Helena,  Montana.  Treatment  of  the  encroachment  on  the  floodplain  of  the 
Clark  Fork  River  will  also  be  identified.  The  tentative  schedule  for  right- 
of-way  acquisition  and  construction  as  well  as  relocation  assistance  will  be 
discussed. 

INVITATION  IS  HEREBY  EXTENDED  TO  ALL  PERSONS  to  attend  said  Hear- 
ing, and  if  they  so  desire,  to  submit  written  briefs  or  verbal  agreements 
either  for  or  against  the  project.  Written  statements  will  also  be  accepted  for 
ten  (10)  days  following  the  Hearing  by  the  Department's  Public  Hearings 
Unit,    2701    Prospect  Ave.,    Helena,    Montana     59620. 
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The  following  is  the  transcript  of  a  second  Highway  Department  Public  Hearing 
held  in  the  Target  Range  School,  4095  South  Avenue  in  Missoula,  Montana  on 
Wednesday,  February  23,  1983  at  7:30  P.M.  relating  to  the  proposed  location  and 
major  design  features  of  a  County  Bridge  Project  to  replace  the  Harper's  Bridge 
presently  located  10  miles  northwest  of  Missoula  crossing  the  Clark  Fork  River. 

Four  alternate  crossing  sites  were  presented.   "A"  and  "*B"  as  in  the  first  hearing, 
then  Bl  and  C  (at  existing  Bridge)  were  new  proposals. 

The  project  will  consist  of  a  new  two-lane,  two-way  bridge  with  provisions  for 
pedestrian  and  bicycle  traffic.   Paved  two-lane,  two-way  approaches  will  be  needed, 
easterly  to  Mullan  Road  (FAS  263)  and  on  the  west  to  the  Big  Flat  Road  (Countv 
Rt.  30). 

The  following  Departent  of  Highways  personnel  attended  the  hearing: 

Vern  Bordon  -  District  Engineer,  Missoula 
Howard  Johnson  -  Supervisor  Field  R/W  Section,  Missoula 
Gordon  Larson,  Supervisor  -  Consultant  Design  Section 
Bill  Stephenson,  Assistant  Manager  -  Public  Hearings  Unit 
Dan  Bartsch  Manager  -  Public  Hearing  Unit,  Helena 

Representing  the  Federal  Highway  Administration  -  Jerry  Eller  &  Bill  Dunbar. 

The  County  Surveyer,  Dick  Colvill  gave  the  County  report. 

Morrison  &  Maierle  personnel  were: 

Walt  Scott  -  Project  Engineer 
Brad  Peterson  -  Designer 

TRANSCRIPT 

D.  BARTSCH:    First  of  all  I  would  like  to  welcome  you  this  evening  to  the  Public 

Hearing  on  the  Harpers  Bridge.    It's  the  second  hearing,  as  probably 
most  all  of  you  know.   I  am  Dan  Bartsch  the  manager  of  the  Public  Hearings 
Unit  for  the  Highway  Department,  and  were  here  to  help  complete  all  of 
the  steps  on  a  highway  project  that  are  necessary  to  comply  with  Federal 
Requirements,  so  that  when  funds  are  applied  for  and  when  funds  are 
available  for  the  job,  it  will  qualify  for  federal  participation  for  the 
project. 

Location  and  design  are  the  main  subjects  and  of  course  the  environmental 
study  that  has  gone  into  it  to  get  it  to  this  point.   First  I'll  introduce 
a  few  of  the  people  here  that  will  be  either  involved  in  the  hearing  now 
or  afterwards.   Most  of  you  know  Dick  Colvill,  Dick  is  a  County  Surveyor 
and  he  is  the  coordinator  with  the  County  Commissioners  because  it  is  a 
county  project  and  he  is  primarily  the  contact  on  the  project. 

The  county  hired  the  engineering  firm  of  Morrison-Maierle,  and  Walt  Scott 
is  here  who,  I  guess  is  called,  the  Project  Engineer  and  coordinated  the 
studies  that  went  into  the  Environmental  Assessment  that  was  done  on  the 
project  Brad  Peterson  who  is  an  engineer  with  them,  and  did  most  of  the 
work  of  putting  the  papers  and  the  words  together  in  the  final  report. 


D.  BARTSCH:     As  I  mentioned  it  is  a  Federal  Aid  project,  there  are  a  couple  of  people 
(continued)    here  from  the  Federal  Highway  Office  out  of  Helena.   The  coordinator  that 

well  probably  be  dealing  with  the  approval  for  the  funds  is  Jerry  Eller. 

Jerry  is  sitting  over  on  this  side  of  the  room. 

One  other  person  that  probably  won't  have  nearly  as  much  to  do  with  this 
job  as  he  usually  does  on  a  project,  and  that  is  our  Division  Engineer, 
Vern  Borden.    Vern  is  the  head  of  the  Highway  Operation  in  our  Missoula 
office.   As  I  said,  because  this  is  a  county  job  he  won't  have  near  as 
much  to  do  with  this  particular  job,  except  wanting  to  know  how  its  going 
and  keeping  in  touch  with  it.   The  one  other  person  that  gets  involved  in 
coordinating  with  the  Federal  Highway  is  Gordon  Larson.    Gordon  is  in 
charge  of  the  Consultant  Design  Section  of  the  Highway.   Any  project 
throughout  the  state  that  is  being  designed,  being  worked  on  in  some  way 
or  another  by  a  consulting  firm  usually  has  to  coordinate  through  Gordon, 
so  that  we  make  sure  they  comply  with  all  the  regulations  and  requirements 
that  we  have,  as  far  as  design  and  that  sort  of  thing. 

So  it  is  rather  a  three  sided  project,  its  a  coordination  problem  to  make 
sure  that  everything  fits.   Our  meeting  this  evening  will  be  similar  to 
the  last  one.   Dick  will  give  us  a  little  background  of  what  some  of  the 
things  they've  gone  through,  as  far  as  studies,  and  then  well  have  Brad 
go  over  the  Environmental  Study,  that  is  complete  as  we  have  it  now. 
There  will  be  some  Right-of-Way  required  and  we  have  an  agreement  with 
the  County  that  we  will  actually  be  doing  the  job  of  purchasing  the  right 
of  way,  dealing  with  the  landowners  when  it  gets  down  to  that  point. 
Howard  Johnson  is  our  Right  of  Way  Supervisor  here  in  Missoula  and  we'll 
have  him  go  over  the  basic  right  of  way  requirements,  and  basic  right  of 
way  procedure,  so  that  you  are  kind  of  familiar  with  the  steps  that  will 
take  place  down  the  road.   So  Howard  will  have  a  few  words  about  the 
right  of  way,  and  then  we'll  get  into  the  question  and  answer  and  the 
discussion  part  of  the  meeting  and  get  you  folks  involved  in  talking 
about  the  project.    Which  is  really  the  bottom  line  why  were  here,°so  I 
guess  at  this  time,  Dick  if  you'll  fill  us  in  and  bring  us  up  to  date. 

DICK  COLVILL:   I  will  not  go  to  deeply  into  the  background  because  I  think  most  of  you 

know  it.   We've  had  a  number  of  studies  of  where  to  put  a  replacement  for 
Harper's  Bridge,  they  accumulated  last  time  in  a  Public  Hearing  similar 
to  this,  held  by  the  Highway  Department. 

After  this  hearing  the  County  Commissioners  passed  a  resolution  selecting 
the  Bl  site  as  the  site  desired  by  the  County.   This  was  forwarded  to  the 
State  and  to  the  Federal  Highway  people.   Along  with  it,  from  you  Big 
Flat  people,  came  a  substantial  petition  opposing  the  project.   As  a 
result  of  that,  everything  kind  of  came  to  a  hault.   It  was  felt  because 
of  the  opposition,  that  more  study  was  needed  of  the  project.   Neither 
the  State  nor  the  County  was  willing  to  spend  the  money  for  more  study 
and  it  kind  of  lied  dorment  for  a  while.   Then  came  a  second  petition 
that  indicated  that  possibly  there  was  some  interest  in  the  project 
again,  and  as  a  result  of  that  second  petition,  the  study  has  been  redone. 

Essentially  the  things  that  have  been  added,  are  a  much  deeper  analysis 
of  Site  C.  the  existing  bridge  site  and  the  study  now  talks  about  Bl, 
which  really  wasn't  in  the  last  study.    It  was  something  that  was  added 
on  as  a  result  of  the  hearing.   So  we've  got  to  this  point  and  of  course 
meanwhile  the  existing  bridge  has  been  closed. 
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D.  COLVILL:    As  a  result  of  a  reanalysis  in  the,  on  going  transportation  programming 
(continued)    process,  we've  taken  another  look  at  this,  so  called,  Western  Bypass 

I  option.   This  was  run  through,  what  we  call  our  Policy  Commission,  which 

is  the  County  Commissioners  and  Mayor,  the  Transportation  Governing  body 
of  Missoula  County,  you  might  say.   They  have  decided  that  the  so  called 
Western  Bypass  was  not  a  forseeable  option  in  the  next  20  or  30  years. 
Its  something  that  we  wouldn't  see  for  quite  a  while.   I  am  not  going  to 
stand  here  and  tell  you  you  may  never  see  it.   I'm  just  saying  it  doesn't 
look  like  it's  within  the  time  frame  we  can  look  at  or  within  the  time 
frame  of  our  studies  that  it'll  ever  come  about.    So  its  been  dropped  as 
a  concept  in  the  ongoing  transportation  plan.   There  will  be  a  new  trans- 
portation plan  incidentally,  produced  sometime  in  the  next  year  I  guess, 
but  it  won't  show  the  Western  Bypass.   So,  as  a  result  of  that,  we  have 
arrived  at  the  hearing  tonite  to  find  out  how  you  feel  about  the  situation 
now  based  on  whats  transpired  and  based  on  the  new  information  we've  put 
together. 

Incidentally,  two  of  our  County  Commissioners  are  here  to  listen  too. 
Mary  Dussault  in  front,  Barbara  Evans  in  back,  they  of  course  will  be 
deeply  involved  in  the  decisions  that  are  made  at  the  county  level,  Ban. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay  thanks  Dick,  I  guess  there  is  nothing  else  to  add  except  to  ask 
Brad,  from  Morrison  and  Maierle,  to  briefly  go  through  the  study  that 
they  made  on  the  Environmental  Assessment  and  bring  us  up  to  date,  Brad. 

B.  PETERSON:    In  our  Environmental  Assessment  there  are  four  alternatives  which  have 

been  considered  and  studied  for  the  Harper's  Bridge  replacement  project; 
Alternative  A  is  shown  here,  it  begins  at  the  Big  Flat  Road  near  the 
northeast  corner  of  Section  20,  in  Township  13  North,  Range  20  West, 
extends  northeast  along  existing  property  lines,  crosses  the  river  and 
then  crosses  part  of  the  Kona  Ranch,  just  north  of  the  resiorvior  and 
joins  with  the  Mullen  Road,  just  north  of  Elmar  Estates  and  just  south  of 
the  Kona  Ranch  entrance  road.   The  bridge  required  at  this  site  would  be 
570  feet  long.   The  total  project  length  would  be  1.6  miles,  including 
the  approach  roads  from  the  Big  Flat  Road  to  the  Mullen  Road  and  the 
bridge. 

Alternative  Bl,  as  Dick  mentioned,  has  been  added  on  this  current  Envi- 
ronmental Assessment.   It  was  revised  to  more  closely  follow  existing 
access  roads.   It  begins  at  the  corner  of  the  Big  Flat  Road,  just  north 
of  Melody  Lane,  continues  directly  east  across  the  river  following  an 
existing  private  access  road,  crosses  the  river  and  then  continues  east 
following  the  Kona  Ranch  entrance  Road  to  the  Mullen  Road.   The  bridge 
required  for  this  alternative  would  be  690  feet  long  and  the  total  length 
of  the  project  from  the  Big  Flat  Road  to  the  Mullen  Road  would  be  1.4 
miles,  including  both  the  roadway  and  the  bridge. 

Alternative  C  is  the  existing  site.    The  preliminary  design  we  show  here 
is  located  just  50  feet  north  of  the  existing  bridge.   The  project  begins 
approximately  2  miles  south  of  this  point  at  the  end  of  pavement  on  the 
Big  Flat  road.   It  continues  northward  along  the  river,  on  the  slopes 
above  the  river  and  crosses  the  river  at  the  existing  site  and  connects 
with  the  existing  Harper's  Bridge  access  road,  which  is  also  paved.   So 
the  project  goes  from  pavement  to  pavement.   The  length  of  bridge  required 
at  this  site  would  be  726  feet  long.   The  total  length  of  project  includ- 
ing the  approach  roadways,  which  would  be  reconstructed,  and  the  bridge 
is  2.7  miles. 
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B.  PETERSON:    Now  the  fourth  alternative,  which  was  investigated  in  the  Environmental 
(continued)    Assessment,  was  the  no  action  alternative.   In  other  words  the  bridge 

would  stay  as  it  is  and  access  would  be  provided  by  the  McClay  Bridge,  or 

other  accesses  to  the  Big  Flat  area. 

The  Environmental  Assessment  discusses  the  environmental  impacts  of  the 
project  and  I  will  discuss  a  few  of  those  significant  impacts  at  this 
time.   There  are  no  minorities  or  other  special  groups  which  would  be 
affected.   No  schools,  churches  or  businesses  which  would  be  directly 
affected  by  the  project  and  therefore,  the  social  and  economic  impacts 
will  be  minimal  from  the  project.   Visual  impacts  were  also  investigated. 
Of  course  any  project  constructed  of  this  size  will  have  a  visual  impact, 
probably  greater  for  Alternatives   Bl  and  A,  because  they  are  on  new 
alignments.   Alternative  C  will  also  have  an  impact  because  of  the  con- 
struction along  the  river.   Of  course  at  the  bridge  site  it  would  have  a 
beneficial  impact  improving  the  visual  quality  over  the  existing  bridge. 
All  designs  would  be  in  accordance  with  standard  practicies  to  minimize 
the  visual  effects  and  to  make  the  apperance  of  the  project  as  pleasing 
as  possible. 

Traffic  was  investigated.   If  Alternative  A  or  Bl  is  constructed,  the 
traffic  estimated  to  use  the  bridge,  if  the  project  were  constructed  in 
1983,  is  1200  vehicles  per  day.   Projecting  ahead  to  the  year  2003, 
twnety  years  from  now,  if  A  or  31  were  constructed,  the  traffic  is  esti- 
mated to  be  1500  to  2000  vehicles  per  day.   On  Alternative  C,  because  of 
its  location,  it  would  be  less  likely  to  attract  traffic  entering  the  Big 
Flat.    Some  traffic  would  continue  to  use  the  McClay  Bridge  to  enter  the 
Big  Flat.   The  traffic  is,  therefore,  estimated  at  700  vehicles  per  day 
on  that  bridge  in  the  year  1983,  and  900  to  1200  vehicles  per  day  20 
years  from  in  the  year  2.003. 

Water  quality  was  investigated  in  the  report.   The  project  should  have 
minimal  impact  on  water  quality.   One  possible  impact  would  be  during 
construction,  because  of  the  excavation  and  fills  that  would  be  construc- 
ted.  Alternative  Bl  would  have  the  least  impact  because  of  the  terrain 
and  the  minor  cuts  and  fills  required.   Alternative  A  has  a  fairly  large 
cut  on  the  north  east  side  of  the  river  and  would  therefore  have  a  slightly 
higher  possibility  of  impact  in  the  stream,  caused  by  excavation  and 
sediment  eroding  and  being  transported  into  the  river.   Alternatiave  C 
would  have  a  still  higher  impact,  or  possible  impact  during  construction, 
because  of  the  2  mile  section  of  the  project  which  parallels  a  river  and 
is  just  above  the  river.   Of  course  these  impacts  can  be  mitigated  by 
proper  construction  practices  and  errosion  control. 

Noise  was  investigated  along  the  project  based  on  the  traffic  projections, 
and  design  of  the  project,  the  grades,  the  horizontal  alignment  and  other 
design  factors.   It  is  calculated  that  at  a  distance  of  150  feet  from  the 
roadway,  the  noise  level  will  be  60  decepels  and  that  is  the  border  of 
the  area  acceptable  by  the  Federal  Highway  Administration  standards  and 
meets  the  following: 

Unique  and  unusual  tracts  of  land  in  which  serenity  and  quiet  are  of 
extraordinary  significance  and  preservation  of  those  qualities  is  essential 
if  the  area  is  to  continue  to  serve  its  intended  purposes. 
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B.  PETERSON:    So  anything  within  150  feet  of  the  project  would  not  meet  this  requirement. 

(continued)    At  the  present  time  there  is  one  resedence  within  about  140  feet  of  the 
project,  located  right  here  on  Alternative  Bl,  that  would  be  effected  by 
noise.   And  because  of  the  quiet  nature  of  the  area,  at  this  time,  any 
increased  traffic  in  the  area  would  have,  of course,  increased  noise  and 
have  an  effect  on  the  area. 

Flood  hazards  were  investigated  for  the  area  using  existing  cross  section 
data,  river  flow  data,  and  the  preliminary  designs  which  we  have  designed. 
The  change  in  the  water  surface  elevation  above  the  bridge  and  below, 
were  estimated.   For  alternative  A  it  is  estimated  that  upstream  from  the 
bridge,  the  water  surface  elevation  would  raise  2  tenths  of  one  foot, 
during  the  100  year  flood.   On  Alternative  B,  it  is  estimated  that  there 
would  be  no  change  in  the  water  surface  elevation  caused  by  the  bridge 
during  the  100  year  flood.   At  Alternative  C,  the  bridge  at  the  existing 
site  would  actually  have  a  beneficial  effect  on  the  flood  plain  because 
removal  of  the  old  bridge  and  replacement  with  a  new  bridge  would  improve 
the  flow,  and  therefore,  lower  the  water  surface  elevation  during  a 
flood.   Of  course  D,  if  there  were  no  bridge  constructed,  would  either 
have  no  impact,  or  if  the  bridge  was  removed  it  would  have  a  beneficial 
impact  because  a  restriction  on  the  flow  would  be  removed. 

Land  use  planning  and  the  effects  that  the  project  will  have  on  it,  were 
investigated.   Land  use  designations  are  generally  agreeable  to  the 
project  with  the  exception  of  the  rural  low  density  residential  designa- 
tion, since  it  is  established  to  provide  a  rural  atmosphere.    Construc- 
tion of  either  Alternative  A  or  Bl ,  which  pass  through  this  rural  low 
density  area,  may  effect  that.   The  project  presents  no  problem  to  the 
zoning  in  the  area.   In  fact,  the  zoning  will  help  to  control  and  regulate 
growth  in  the  area  which  may  be  encouraged  by  the  project.   Natural 
resources  were  investigated  particularly  the  wildlife  in  the  area. 
Alternative  Bl  would  have  very  little  impact  on  wildlife.    Alternative  A 
passes  through  a  forested  area  adjacent  to  the  river  and  may  effect 
whitetail  deer  and  other  animals  in  the  area.    As  will  Alternative  C, 
because  it  passes  through  the  2  mile  section  just  above  the  river  through 
the  forested  areas. 

Safety  of  course  was  considered  in  the  Environmental  Assessment.   Alter- 
natives A  and  Bl ,  because  of  the  terrain  through  which  they  pass,  it  was 
possible  to  design  them  meeting  all  recommended  standards  for  safety. 
They  are  designed  with  a  50  mph  design  speed,  with  standard  intersections 
at  each  end. 

Alternative  C,  because  of  the  terrain  through  which  it  passes,  there  are 
several  sharp  curves  restricting  the  design  speed  to  30  mph  and  in  this 
location  there  would  be  approximately  an  8%  vertical  grade.   Therefore, 
Alternative  C  would  be  the  least  safe  of  the  three  alternatives  presented. 

User  costs  were  also  investigated,  again  Alternative  C,  because  of  its 
sharper  curves,  which  cause  traffic  to  slow  and  speed  up,  its  steeper 
grades,  greater  length  and  greater  distance  to  reach  the  Big  Flat  area, 
would  be  the  highest  user  cost.    For  example  a  person  leaving  Missoula, 
via  Highway  93,  traveling  to  the  Big  Flat  are  would  have  to  travel  6.5 
miles  further,  using  Alternative  C,  than  he  would  using  alternatives  A  or 
Bl. 


B.  PETERSON:    Agriculture  and  irragation  were  investigated.    Alternative  C  and  Bl  will 
(continued)     effect  aggricultural  and  irrgation  only  slightly.    The  only  areas  which 
would  be  effected  would  be  the  actual  right  of  way  purchased  for  the 
project.   Those  areas  would  be  taken  out  of  production  of  course.   Alter- 
native A,  as  I  mentioned  before,  crosses  through  a  section  of  the  Kona 
Ranch,  a  field  of  approximately  75  acres.    This  would  bisect  the  field 
making  two  smaller,  odd  shaped  parcels  and  would  also  bisect  the  existing 
sprinkler  irrigation  system  making  the  field  less  desirable  for  farming, 
and  of  course  making  irrigation  systems  inoperable,  at  the  same  time 
encouraging  development  for  other  uses. 

We  have  preliminary  designs  for  each  of  the  three  alternatives  and  have 
at  the  same  time  estimated  the  construction  costs.    In  fact  the  numbers 
I  will  give  you  are  the  total  project  costs  including  actual  construction, 
administration  and  engineering  and  purchase  of  right  of  way.    The  costs 
include  both  the  cost  for  the  roadway,  the  approach  roadways  and  the 
bridge.   The  estimated  total  cost  for  Alternative  A  is  $3,130,000.00. 
Alternative  Bl,  the  least  expensive  of  the  three  alternatives,  is  estimated 
to  cost  $2,731,000.00.   Alternative  C,  the  most  expensive  of  the  three 
alternatives,  because  of  the  longer  bridge  length  required  and  the  longer 
approach  roadway  required,  would  cost  $4,228,000.00.   Thank  you. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay  Brad  thank  you.    Howard  do  you  want  to  go  over  the  right-of-way  for 
us  just  a  bit  and  basically  the  county  would  have  to  follow  these  regula- 
tions in  purchasing  right-of-way  so  that  they  qualify  for  Federal  partici- 
pation. 

H.  JOHNSON:     Good  evening,  I  guess  I  won't  be  involved  in  right-of-way  on  this  project, 
however  there  will  some  right  of  way  needed  which  Missoula  County  will  be 
acquiring.   I  am  Howard  Johnson  the  District  Right-of-Way  supervisor  for 
the  Department  of  Highways.   Because  of  the  federal  funding  participation, 
the  county  will  have  to  follow  the  federal  uniform  aquisition  act  and 
that  essentially  means,  the  right  of  way  needed  will  have  to  appraised 
for  the  current  fair  market  value  and  the  full  value  of  the  appraisal 
will  have  to  be  offered  to  the  land  owners.   When  you  came  in  tonight  you 
were  given  a  brochure,  "Your  Properties  and  Your  Highways",  and  this  I 
think,  outlines  the  right  of  way  procedure  better  than  I  can. 

This  project  won't  cause  any  displacement  of  families,  farms  or  businesses 
however,  the  Department  of  Highways  does  have  a  relocation  assistance 
program.   This  program  provides  supplemental  housing  payments,  moving 
costs,  incidental  expense,  advisory  assistance  and  other  survices  to 
anyone  displaced  by  the  highway  construction.   Any  payments  made  under 
the  relocation  program  are  in  addition  to  the  fair  compensation  paid  for 
the  right  of  way  acquired.   Back  at  the  table  there  is  a  brochure  on 
relocation  assistance  and  if  any  of  you  are  interested  you  can  pick  one 
up  after  the  hearing.   I  believe  that's  about  all  I  have  Dan. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay  Howard  thank  you.   On  that  relocation,  if  something  were  to  transpire 
that  the  design  involved  some  relocation,  they  would  have  to  comply  with 
those  regulations.   So  they  are  available,  and  it  would  be  inforce.   Okay 
that  basically  gives  you  a  little  outline  of  where  we  are  at  this  point. 
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D.  BARTSCH:    As  we  did  before,  we  are  recording  all  the  comments  and  questions,  both 
(continued)     for  your  record  and  for  ours,  so  that  we  can  review  and  summarize  the 

comments  and  pass  them  on  to  the  people  who  will  be  making  final  decisions 
and  so  forth.   Because  of  that,  I  would  like  to  ask  you  to  make  sure  you 
have  one  of  the  mics  when  you  are  recognized  to  make  your  comment  or 
statement  or  your  question  or  whatever  you  have  in  mind.   We  didn't  go 
over  a  lot  of  the  details.   As  Brad  illuded  to,  there  is  a  kind  of  a 
basic  design  that  they  were  using  to  apply  to  the  various  alternates. 
Most  of  those  aren't  really  nailed  down,  so  we  can't  answer  questions 
specifically  of  how  many  feet  exactly  that  will  be  here  or  there.   That 
won't  be  ironed  out  until  the  final  design  and  they  do  get  there  final 
plans  worked  out,  but  we  will  try  to  address  as  many  of  the  questions  we 
can,  or  explain  the  background  of  what  we  know  at  this  point.   Any  state- 
ments or  comments  you  have  that  we  can't  answer,  well  certainly  be  taken 
them  into  the  record  and  will  be  considered  as  the  project  progresses  and 
decisions  are  being  made. 

I  guess  thats  only  the  basic  ground  rules  that  I  have  at  this  time. 
We'll  start  now  by  opening  it  up  to  anyone  who  has  statements  or  comments 
supporting  the  project  opposing  it  or  whatever.   Does  anybody  has  any 
prepared  statement  they  would  like  enter  into  the  record?   I  would  say  at 
this  time  we  have  received  a  few  letters  already  that  will  be  entered 
into  the  record  in  the  same  manner  as  the  statements  here  tonight.   We 
will  also  entertain  any  statements  that  you  would  wish  to  write  and  send 
in  later  on.   We'll  have  a  deadline  for  receiving  written  comments  that 
we  will  include,  so  if  you  just  want  to  get  some  information  straight  and 
then  write  your  final,  more  or  less  statement  or  comment  later,  you  can 
do  it  that  way  if  you  wish.   So,  would  anybody  like  to  get  it  started, 
ask  any  questions  or  outline  a  few  of  the  basic  things  that  got  the 
project  where  its  at  now?   This  lady  right  here  sure,  get  us  started  here 
please. 


P.  HAAGLUND: 


My  name  is  Peggy  Haaglund  and  my  husband  and  I  own  property  where  Project  Bj 
goes  through.   We  accept  the  project  now,  its  been  years  coming.   I  have 
one  question,  I  see  your  outline  up  there,  as  far  as  where  the  bridge 
will  go  evidently,  and  I  wonder,  do  they  realize  that  what  it  shows  right 
there,  is  crossing  the  hundred  year  flood  plain.   Do  you  know  what  I 
mean? 


D.  BARTSCH: 


B  PETTERSON: 

D.  BARTSCH: 
P.  PORRINI: 


Yes.   Okay,  I  have  to  ask  Brad  to  get  back  up  maybe  and  clarify  the  flood 
plain.   We  do  know  the  100  year  flood  limits,  they  are  marked  in  here, 
you  can't  see  them  from  back  there  if  you  haven't  looked  close.   Brad 
would  you  want  to  address  the  flood  plain  study  that  you  did.   Particularly 
for  alternate  Bl,  you  are  primarily  concerned  with,  right? 

Dan,  I'd  like  to  introduce  Phil  Porrini  who  is  with  our  firm  and  he  did 
the  flood  plain  work  and  ask  him  if  he  would  address  that  question. 

Okay,  we'll  get  the  expert,  right  from  the  horses  mouth.   Phil. 

We  did  evaluate  the  flood  hazards  and  the  hydraulics,  lets  say,  at  each 
of  the  bridge  crossings  and  in  particular  at  Bl .   We  used  some  existing 
cross  sectional  information  that  was  available  from  the  flood  insurance 
study  that  Missoula  County  has  available  to  them  right  now.   The  effects 
of  putting  a  bridge  in  at  the  Bl  site  were  rather  small  and  as  Brad 


mentioned,  they  would  have  no  effect  on  back  water  during  a  100  year 
flood.   The  preliminary  design  of  the  bridge  is  such  that  it  offers  very 
little  resistance  to  flood  flows  and  it  would  have  a  minimum  of  2  foot  of 
clearance  above  the  100  flood  elevation. 


P.  HAAGLUND: 
P.  PORRINI: 


P.  HAAGLUND: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


P.  HAAGLUND: 


'D.  BARTSCH: 


Are  you  starting  back  from  where  that  shows  the  bridge  is? 

No,  in  terms  of  the  hydraulic  analysis  that  we  performed,  we  went  down 
stream  of  the  bridge  location  and  back  watered  our  analysis  up  through 
the  bridge  crossing  and  up  stream  probabbly  beyond  where  that  photo  shows 
the  description  of  the  site. 

I've  seen  water  run  through  that  area  right  on  the  left  side  of  what 
shows  the  bridge. 

What  I  hear  your  saying  is  maybe  different  from  what  he  say.   Let  me  try 
to  clarify.   What  your  asking  is  the  actual  bridge  structure,  the  opening 
under  the  bridge,  is  it  going  to  be  wider  than  this  white  area,  or  stripe 
that  is  showing  on  the  display?   And  I  think  the  answer  is  no,  that  is 
the  basic  opening  of  the  structure,  so  that  the  approaches  beyond  that 
white  area  on  either  side,  will  be  fill,  will  be  part  of  the  road  approa- 
ches.  Now  that's  maybe  the  answer  to  your  question. 

Well  that  is  my  answer  and  now  I'll  say  why?   I've  lived  out  there  seven- 
teen years  I've  owned  the  land  21  years  and  I  have  seen  water  run  through 
there  well  just  about.   It  is  not  unusual  for  the  water  to  run  through 
that  low  area.   It  really  isn't. 

I  think  that  Phil  is  saying  that  they  know  that,  that  they  recognize 

that. 


P.  PORRINI:     We  recognize  that  in  the  low  area  that  your  talking  about,  off  the  left 
bank,  does  not  carry  a  significant  amount  of  flow  as  compared  to  the 
total  flow  that  would  passed  underneath  the  bridge. 

P.  HAAGLUND:    Well  I  agree  with  that  but,  then  I  also  see  places  on  rivers  that  you 

obstruct  with  something  like  this  and  then  am  I  eventually  going  to  end 
up  with  a  piece  of  land  that  looks  like  something  that's  at  Reserve 
Street  bridge.   That's  what  I  dont  want.   I  guess  that's  why  we  have 
fought  this  thing  so  desperately  I  know  our  County  Commissioners  see  it, 
the  conservation  district  works  with  it  constantly,  that  is  the  obstruction 
of  a  floodway  and  then  what  is  done  to  land  around  that  either  across  the 
river  or  down  the  river  or  whatever  and  I  sure  don't  want  to  loose  my 
little  old  10  acres. 

D.  BARTSCH:     I  guess  what  Phil's  saying  is,  they  feel  they  have  calculated  for  flow  of 
water  and  if  they  build  a  bridge  big  enough  to  handle  and  force  that 
water  through,  then  you  shouldn't  see  a  repeat  of  those  other  situations. 
Maybe  that's  the  reason  those  situations  came  about,  which  the 're  aware 
of. 


P.  HAAGLUND: 


I  will  stand  on  the  record,  that  I  feel  you  are  wrong.   I  lost  30  feet  to 
that  river  in  about  2  days  once  so  I  don't  trust  it  at  all. 


P.  PORRINI :     Id  agree  with  you  that  the  river  is  very  dynamic  and  anything  that's  done 
on  its  banks  has  got  be  handled  very  carefully.   I  might  add  though  that 
at  each  of  the  alternatives,  we  investigated  a  number  of  different  bridge 
spans  and  we  tried  to  come  up  with  an  optimum  bridge  span  which  would  be, 
let's  say,  the  most  economical  and  still  pass  the  100  year  flow  without 
causing  a  significant  amount  of  back  water.   We  encrouched  further  on 
that  particular  site  and  found  that  for  every  additional  encrouchment 
that  was  made  there  was  a  noticable  increase  in  back  water.   So  we  selected 
that  bridge  length  as  being  the  most  appropriate  for  the  information  from 
which  we  were  working. 

P.  HAAGLUND:    Do  you  protect  areas  around  the  bridge? 

P.  PORRINI:     Certainly  at  the  bridge  abutments,  they  would  be  rip  rapped,  they  would 
be  side  sloped  at  approximately  2  to  1 . 


P.  HAAGLUND: 


Now  let  me  ask  another  question?   These  are  all  very  personnel,  you  know 
we've  lived  a  very  calm  life  out  there  all  these  years;  are  we  going  to 
end  up  with  another  McClays  or  Harpers  bridge,  where  the  people  roam  all 
over  your  land  all  the  time  and  there  seems  to  be  no  way  we  or  other 
people  can  keep  them  off.   Are  we  faced  with  the  same  problem?   It  throws 
me  into  a  panic.    I  suppose  that's  something  no  one  can  guaranty.   I 
think  this  will  be  on  both  sides  of  the  bridge  and  either  location. 


D.  BARTSCH:     Dick,  maybe  you  can  address  this.   On  normal  highway  projects  where  we're 
totally  involved  in  the  purchase  of  right  of  way  and  the  design  of  the 
approaches  and  everything,  one  of  the  things  that  we  commit  to  is  building 
and  retaining  enclosures  by  building  fences  where  it  is  necessary.   Do 
you  know  if  you've  gotten  far  enough  along  to  commmit  to  or  know  whether 
you're  going  providing  fencing  along  the  right  of  way?   What  I'm  thinking 
of  is  if  that's  a  possiblity  at  least  fencing  come  up  to  bridge  ends 
would  create  a  physical  barrier  and  outline  the  property  line.   I  guess 
if  the  people  climb  over  the  fences  and  break  them  down  then  its  an 
enforcement  problem  that  gets  beyond  us . 


P.  HAAGLUND: 


I  know  one  area  they  probably  will,  I  suppose  its  physically  able  to  keep 
people  off  of  them  I  dont  know? 


D.  COLVILL:     I  guess  one  of  the  things,  as  you  speak  tonight  you  should  espres  the 

desire  not  to  have  a  public  access  at  the  river  if  that's  what  you  want. 


P.  HAAGLUND: 


I  wouldn't  see  where  anyone  would  want  them  on  any  of  the  locations 
except  Harper's  and  I  think  that  maybe  will. 


D.  COLVILL:     I'd  think  we'd  certainly  have  to  fence  the  road  clear  because  its  primarily 
agricultural  land  of  one  kind  or  another.   So  yes,  as  we  buy  the  right  of 
way  and  build  a  road,  we'll  have  to  provide  a  fence.   If  the  predominent 
opinion  is,  you  want  no  access  to  the  river  at  that  point,  as  Dan  said, 
we  can  bring  the  fence  up  to  the  guardrails  or  what  ever  structure  is  on 
the  bridge  but  we  can't  guarantee  that  nobody  well  climb  over  the  rails. 
We  just  won't  provide  them  a  place  to  park  their  car. 


D.  BARTSCH:     I  guess  that's  as  close  as  I  could  think  to  try  to  address  that,  as  far 
as  looking  at  features  in  the  detailed  design.   It  was  a  good  point  to 
bring  out  and  make  sure  it's  in  the  record. 

J.  STURGIS:     I  own  the  house  that  is  impacted  the  most  by  Bl.   I  guess  my  question  is 

probably  the  same  as  a  lot  of  questions  that  are  going  to  be  asked  tonight. 
We  all  have  been  through  this  before,  is  there  an  estimated  time  of 
arrival  for  this  bridge,  if  it  is  approved,  if  it  is,  when? 

D.  BARTSCH:     We  very  well  knew  this  was  going  to  come  up.   One  of  the  big  things  that 
makes  this  question  very  difficult  to  answer  is  the  fact  that  we  don't 
know  just  when  and  if  there  will  be  money  to  build  it.   Right  now  we 
think  there  will  be,  some  time  in  the  forseeable  future.   The  county  is 
working  on  the  premise  that  there  should  be  bridge  replacement  funds  to 
build  the  structure.   Bridge  replacement  funds  are  very  heavily  controlled 
by  the  federal  monies  released  to  the  states.   Right  now  the  state  programs 
for  spending  bridge  money  is  pretty  well  locked  in  and  committed  for  the 
next  two  years.   Beyond  that  its  more  open  as  far  as  we  know.   We  have 
some  jobs  that  have  ready  dates  out  beyond  2  years,  but  we're  not  real 
solid  on  those  projects  until  they're  completed  as  far  as  the  design  and 
buying  right  of  way,  etc. 

This  job  kind  of  falls  in  that  same  catagory.   The  county  would  like  to 
proceed  with  the  job,  make  the  final  decisions  and  hopefully  get  a  complete 
enough  agreement  to  be  able  to  say  yes,  this  is  the  site,  whatever  site 
that  is,  than  begin  to  work  towards  getting  it  ready  to  be  let.   If  they 
can  get  those  decisions  made,  then  the  application  through  the  state 
highway  department  for  the  funds  will  be  processed  and  we'll  be  able  to 
look  for  funds  for  bridge  replacement  beyond  the  next  2  fiscal  years. 

Dick  mentioned  today  that,  if  they  can  get  the  plans  ready  within  a 
reasonable  period  of  time,  whatever  that  is,  it  includes  getting  final 
authorization,  getting  the  approval  of  the  environmental  study  and  the 
design  and  those  things ,  they  will  begin  the  process  of  purchasing  right 
of  way.   They  anticipated  a  4  year  bracket  would  be  needed  to  complete 
that.   Is  that  about  right  Dick? 

D.  COLVILL:    Well  hopefully  it  isn't  going  to  take  4  years  to  buy  the  right  of  way 

but,  we  don't  want  to  start  spending  county  money  buying  right  of  way  of 
course  until  we  are  reasonably  sure  that  federal  funds  are  available  for 
the  bridge  so  its  kind  of  a  chicken  and  egg  thing.   Once  we  get  some  kind 
of  assurance  and  I  realize  a  positive  assurance  well  just  get  the  project 
put  on  a  program,  then  we  will  start  to  buy  the  right  of  way.   But  buying 
right  of  way  is  a  tedious  process  at  best  and  I  would  estimate  it  would 
take  us  at  least  a  year  probably  2  years  to  go  through  the  process  unless 
everybody  is  real  easy  to  deal  with  and  that  usually  never  happens. 

D.  BARTSCH:     So  you  see  it's  optimum,  if  we  got  all  the  approvals  within  the  next 

several  months,  the  county  again  reassured  us  that,  yes  this  is  the  site 
they  want,  we  can  go  ahead  with  the  design  and  they  can  go  ahead  with 
their  design,  their  road  plan  designs  and  stuff. 
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J.  STURGIS:     In  the  5  year  plan  for  Missoula  County,  I  think  its  a  5  year  plan,  did 

you  not  earmark  a  certain  amount  of  money  to  buy  right  of  way,  and  isn't 
it  the  number  1  priority  to  buy  the  right  of  way  for  the  Harper's  Bridge 
relocation  project,  and  will  those  funds  stay  number  1  priority  until 
such  time  as  the  federal  government  frees  up  the  money  to  build  the 
bridge? 

D.  COLVILL:     Well  in  the  current  budget,  there  is  what  probably  amounts  to  a  token 

amount  of  money,  I  think  its  $50,000  or  $25,000  for  buying  right  of  way, 
we  haven't  spent  a  penny  of  it  and  won't  this  year.   I  guess  what  is 
going  to  happen  next  year  is  a  decision  the  commissioners  are  going  to 
have  to  make.   There  going  to  have  to  commit  themselves,  if  it's  their 
priority  to  spend  a  considerable  amount  of  money.   You  look  at  any  of 
these  estimates,  the  cheapest  one  even  is   $700,000  or  $800,000  of  county 
money  going  into  this  job.   They'll  have  to  look  at  their  capital  improve- 
ment program,  as  it  comes,  for  the  next  five  years  and  their  going  to 
refine  it  and  say,  yeah  we  want  to  put  this  money  on  Harper's  Bridge  or 
no  we  don't.   They  have  that  option  too,  I  can't  answer  for  the  commissio- 
ners and  I'm  sure  they  can't  even  answer  for  themselves  because  they 
haven't  looked  at  the  total  program  yet.   But  they  will  look  at  it  as  we 
go  through  this  capital  improvement  program  between  now  and  the  1st  of 
July. 


J.  STURGIS; 


• 


D.  BARTSCH: 


D.  THOMPSON: 


Okay  I  would  like  to  support  Peggy  Haaglund  in  saying  that  anything  that 
can  be  done  to  restrict  access  to  the  river  at  that  site  would  be  a  great 
benefit  to  all  of  us.   Particularly  on  Bl  alternative. 

Okay  thank  you  and  Im  sorry,  I  guess  we  can't  give  you  any  dates  or  time 
of  4  years  or  5  years,  it  just  is  still  pretty  shakey. 

Darrell  Thompson  from  Albert  Creek  Ranch,  the  lone  wolf  on  the  other 
direction  of  Harper's  Bridge,  7  miles  up  the  river,  called  the  south  side 
road.   About  seven  miles  up  there  is  the  IDS  Church  Ranch  which  I'm  the 
manager.   I  also  have  a  family  up  there  that  goes  to  school,  2  boys  .  .  . 

TAPE  ENDED  . 


It  requires  additional  equipment  even  to  get  accross  the  bridge  or  else 
drive  35  miles  around  even  to  get  to  town.   Along  with  that  we  have  a 
number  of  people  who  are  city  type  people  who  use  that  particular  area 
for  recreational  and  church  camps,  boy  scouts,  what  have  you  in  that 
area.   Also,  on  the  other  side  of  the  bridge  at  Bill  Kinney's  place  which 
is  down  along  the  Harper's  Bridge  Road  at  that  real  sharp  bend  that 
they're  talking  about,  we  also  lease  that  place  and  farm  it  as  hay  ground. 
At  the  present  time  it  would  become  impossible  to  go  anywhere  with  anything 
because  we  have  no  access  across  the  river.   Bl  doesn't  give  us  any 
access  across  the  river  unless  we  still  go  up  over  the  county  road  clear 
up  over  the  top  back  several  miles  and  then  back  across  all  the  area  and 
back  along  Mullen  Road  until  we  back  to  Harper's  Bridge  Road. 

In  that  area,  as  far  as  recreation  at  Harper's  Bridge,  currently  it  is 
used  for  a  little  bit  of  everything.   The  access,  even  though  they've 
closed  it  (the  bridge)  you  still  leave  it  open  for  motor  vehicles  as  far 
as  motor  bikes,  snowmobiles,  horses,  cows,  and  children  but  no  motor 
vehicles.   One  of  the  ideas  I  had  that  when  it  was  closed  it  was  unsafe. 


-11- 


• 


D.  THOMPSON: 
(continued) 


D.  BARTSCH: 


D.  THOMPSON: 
D.  BARTSCH: 


Since  it  was  unsafe,  we  went  and  spent  I  don't  know  how  many  thousands  of 
dollars  replanking  it,  putting  sides  on  it,  fixing  it  up .   I'm  wondering 
why,  if  the  bridge  is  actually  unsafe,  why  are  we  spending  money  to  keep 
it  in  some  kind  of  a  working  order? 

Another  thing  I  was  wondering  about  on  the  cost  of  the  bridge,  there  is 
going  to  be  more  impact  on  Harper's  Bridge  since  the  Fish  and  Game  is 
planning  on  putting  some  more  recreational  areas  there,  a  bow  area,  rifle 
range  and  dock  for  boats.   If   that's  the  case,  then  the  people  upstream 
are  still  going  to  have  all  that  nice  traffic  coming  around  and  impacting 
there  properties  and  coming  back  over  that  same  road  that  is  going  to 
have  to  be  rebuilt  anyway.   So  what  Im  wondering  is,  where  do  we  come  up 
with  so  much  more  costs,  other  than  bridge  span,  of  going  across  Harper's 
Bridge  Road  compared  to  the  other  alternatives?   Even  if  we  do  build  on 
Bl ,  doesn't  that  road  still  have  to  be  rebuild  so  it's  safe  for  the 
current  traffic  or  more  traffic  if  the  Fish  and  Game  continues  with  their 
program?   Then  1  have  a  couple  more  questions . 

Let  me  back  up  just  a  little  bit,  I  wanted  to  make  sure  I  identified  the 
fact  that  you  presently  come  up  on  the  west  side  of  the  river  and  past 
Harper's  Bridge  and  then  on  this  road  that  is  on  the  west  side  of  the 
river  parallel  to  the  river,  going  north  about  7  miles. 

Roughly  if  you  call  it  north,  yes. 

And  then  the  other  property  that  you  refer  to  is  across  the  river  to  the 
east  side  of  the  river?   I  wanted  to  make  sure  I  identified  where  about 
that  was  at. 


D.  THOMPSON: 


Well  if  you  go  down  Harper's  Bridge  Road  until  you  come  to  the  sharp 
corner.  .  . 


D.  BARTSCH:     Okay  you're  talking  about  on  the  east  side  here,  going  back  on  what  we 
labled  as  Mullan  Road? 


D  THOMPSON: 
D.  BARTSCH: 

D.  THOMPSON: 

D.  BARTSCH: 
D  THOMPSON: 
D.  BARTSCH: 


Okay  its  Harper's  Bridge  Road  until  it  gets  to  Mullen  Road. 

Okay  that's  where  I  guess  I  was  confused,  when  you  said  Harper's  Bridge 
Road  I  didn't  know  the  direction.   Okay,  this  is  actually  Harper's  Bridge 
Road  coming  back  along  the  east  side. 

Yes  we  have  that  section  of  ground  in  there  which  is  leased  on  a  ten  year 
lease,  which  is  almost  nulifies  by  no  access  to  it  now. 

That's  what,  about  1  mile  2  miles  how  far  back  from  the  Bridge. 

Well  to  the  nearest  corner  it's  about  a  mile  from  the  bridge. 

Okay  I  wanted  to  make  sure  I  got  that.   Now  Dick  I'll  ask  you  if  you 
would  address  his  basic  question,  why  the  much  higher  cost  estimate  on 
replacing  the  Harper's  Bridge  at  its  present  location? 


D.  THOMPSON:    Yes  and  does  not  that  road  have  to  be  reconstructed  anyway. 
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D.  BARTSCH:     Okay  then  if  we  built  the  bridge,  if  you  guys  built  the  bridge  on  Bl, 
wouldn't  this  piece  of  road  have  to  be  improved  up  here  or  why  not  if 
)  not? 

D.  COLVILL:     What  you  mentioned  with  the  Fish  and  Game  of  course  is  a  very  new  thing 
and  to  my  knowledge  they  never  had  any  public  hearings  on  it,  so  I  can't 
quite  measure  that  impact.   Its  true,  if  they  build  some  kind  of  a  large 
facility  there,  its  going  to  attract  traffic  over  that  road  and  it  will 
probably  have  to  be  improved.   As  things  are  now,  I  don't  know  whether 
the  traffic  is  greater  or  less  over  that  road  than  it  was  before  the 
bridge  closed.   We  just  haven't  taken  any  counts,  I  would  guess  that  it 
is  probably  a  little  less  or  about  the  same.   So  I  don't  see  any  big 
impact  coming  unless  that  Fish  and  Game  thing  goes  in,  nothing  different 
than  it  is  now.   Now  it  isn't  very  good  I  admit  that,  it's  a  dangerous 
road. 

D.  BARTSCH:    As  far  as  you  can  see  Dick,  there  would  be  no  demand,  at  least  as  far  as 
you  can  see,  to  improve  this  if  the  new  bridge  were  located  at  Bl?   You'd 
leave  this  seciton  up  here  at  the  end,  that  comes  up  to  the  old  Harper's 
Bridge  site,  you'd  leave  it  as  it  is  and  just  maintain  it  on  the  basis 
the  county  maintains  it  now  and  soforth,  is  that  right? 

D.  COLVILL:     There  is  no  question,  even  if  the  bridge  gets  put  at  B  or  A,  it's  desirable 
to  improve  that  road.   I  can't  tell  you  how  it's  going  to  fit  into  the 
funding  program,  that's  all.   I  don't  see  it  fitting  into  the  funding 
program  in  the  next  5  years . 


kD.  THOMPSON: 


But  everybody  that  lives  on  this  side  of  the  bridge  and  has  to  go  up  over 
that  hill  then,  there  still  wouldn't  be  any  advantage  at  all  of  having 
the  bridge  in  the  newer  location,  is  that  right.   Because  we  would  still 
have  the  same  road  to  travel. 


D.  COLVILL: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


D.  THOMPSON: 


Where  you  live  obviously,  anybody  who  lives  close  to  the  existing  bridge 
of  course  is  going  to  benefit  much  more  by  having  it  put  back  where  it 
is.   That  would  be  your  prime  site,  1  can't  argue  that  at  all. 

I  guess  the  only  thing  I  could  imagine  that  would  be  a  benefit  is,  once 

you  did  get  to  the  Bl  site  which  would  be  the  next  closest  site,  you 
could  cross  to  the  Mullen  Road  if  you  were  going  on  into  town.   You  can 
get  on  that  road  but  you'd  still  be  faced  with  the  same  piece  of  road 
from  the  old  Harper's  Bridge  up  over  the  hill  for  the  time  being. 

Evidently  the 're  not  aware  of  Fish  and  Game  purchasing  that  land  presently 
owned  by  the  Champion  International.   Ail  that  top  hill  where  the  county 
road  comes  through,  is  currently  owned  by  Champion  and  being  transferred 
to  Fish  and  Game  through  the  Forest  Service. 


D.  COLVILL: 
D.  THOMPSON: 


I  knew  they  were  considering  it,  I  did  not  know  they'd  purchased  it. 


no. 


Would  it  not  put  an  impact,  if  they  go  ahead  and  build  that  facility  in 
there  first  then  wouldn't  it  almost  make  it  impossible  to  ever  consider 
building  a  bridge  back  there  once  the  Fish  and  Game  put  in  that  type  of 
facility?   Would  it  not  eliminate  that  site  completely  then,  if  youre 
looking  at  5  years  before  you  decide? 
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D.  COLVILL:     Yeah  I'm  not  sure  I  could  totally  answer  that.   I  would  suspect  that, 

before  the  Fish  and  Game  builds  it,  they  would  have  some  kind  of  public 
hearing  to  analyze  the  impacts  of  it  and  at  that  time  there  would  be  some 
discussion  on  the  extra  traffic  generated  by  it  and  its  impact  on  the 
road  and  what  could  be  done  to  ease  these.   Thats  kind  of  a  separate 
subject  that  I  guess  is  going  to  come  up  some  time  in  the  future. 


D.  THOMPSON: 


I  just  wanted  to  make  sure  that  people  knew  what  kind  of  traffic  that 
road  is  capable  of  handling.   Of  course  on  the  increase  in  numbers,  I'm 
not  sure  where  they  come  up  with  the  increase  numbers  crossing  the  bridge 
but  just  in  the  recreational  value  of  the  land  above  and  what  we  use  it 
for,  the  amount  of  traffic  will  increase  that  Bl  alternative  by  quite  a 
bit.   On  any  given  weekend  we  might  run  40  or  50  vehicles  up  that  particu- 
lar road  ourselves  hunting  and  all  that  type  of  thing.   I  don't  think 
anyone  had  really  took  a  survey  when  the  traffic  is  heavy  on  those  roads. 
Most  of  the  traffic  count  was  made  right  after  hunting  season  or  just 
before,  during,  that's  you're  heavy  time  of  course,  which  gives  you  some 
idea  of  the  impact  that  you'll  have  in  that  area.   I  have  other  questions 
on  that  but  I  won't  take  any  more  time. 


D.  BARTSCH:     Okay,  so  youre  basic  message  is,  you  would  prefer  the  bridge  replaced 
there  at  alternate  C. 


D.  THOMPSON: 


Well  what  it  does  instead  of  creating  an  area  down  there  where  you  can 
develop  property  and  cause  you  more  problems  than  you've  got  now,  you 
talked  about  whether  people  would  stay  on  that  road.   They'll  stay  on 
that  road  just  as  well  as  they  stay  on  the  road  there  by  Harper's  Bridge. 
The  beer  parties  and  the  playing  around  and  stuff,  it's  always  been  that 
kind  of  an  area  and  It  always  will  be.   The  only  difference  now  is, 
they'll  come  through  this  area  to  come  over  there.   Probably  stop  along 
the  way,  there  are  signs  up  all  over  there,  for  instance,  No  Shooting,  No 
Tresspassing,  etc.   There  is  no  way  you  can  control  it,  you  can't  expect 
the  sheriff's  department  to  spend  24  hours  a  day  on  a  road,  hoping  that 
people  are  going  to  stop.   The  fishing,  everytime  you  open  up  an  area, 
the 're  going  to  fish  in  it  and  there  going  to  have  people  on  the  bridge, 
under  the  bridge,  accross  the  bridge.   Unless  these  same  people  are  going 
to  just  quit  or  come  down  here  and  not  go  across  there,  but  I  think  it 
will  be  the  same  people.   So  your  still  going  to  have  people  scattered 
over  all  that  countryside.   If  they  don't,  god  bless  you  American  people, 
because  there  different  than  the  ones  I  know. 


Also,  one  other  thing  I  will  bring  up  is,  up  in  that  area  from  Harper's 
on,  is  a  heavily  used  area  for  recreation.   I  don't  know  what's  up  in 
there  that  attracts  people,  but  it  does.   We  have  a  tremendous  amount  of 
people.   There  isn't  a  day  goes  by  that  there  isn't  10  or  15  vehicles  up 
along  those  raods .   If  anybody  would  doubt  that,  all  they  have  to  do  is 
come  up  there  some  morning  and  sit  and  start  counting.   For  safety  rasons 
for  instance,  try  to  get  a  forest  fire  vehicle  up  in  there,  a  rescue  unit 
or  anything  in  that  catagory,  they've  got  to  drive  clear  out  to  the  south 
end  of  Missoula  come  out  southside  Road  come  clear  back  over  the  big  Flat 
Road,  which  is  not  safe,  come  clear  back  over  the  road  that  supposedly 
not  safe  and  then  eventually  going  another  7  miles  up  into  that  recreationa] 
area  in  order  to  get  some  kind  of  a  unit  up  in  there.   To  me,  its  a  bit 
rediculous  and  we  spend  money  for  something  we've  already  got. 
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D.  BARTSCH: 


L.  BARNES: 


Okay  thank  you  for  that  input.   I  guess  Dick  can  work  on  that  when  he 
reviews  the  transcript.   There's  somebody  down  here:   I've  been  looking 
over  that  way  quite  a  bit. 

I  guess  I've  been  fighting  with  Dick  Colville  so  long  I  hate  to  see  us 
agree  on  the  same  thing.   The  alternate  Bl ,  I  am  for  it,  I'd  like  to  see 
us  get  on  with  it,  whenever  there's  money  or  time  or  what  ever  is  available, 
let's  use  it.   We  might  even  name  that  bridge  something  else  besides 
Harper's  Bridge,  cause  that  name's  been  kind  of  sore  spot  with  everybody 
on  that  side  of  the  river  for  a  long  time.   I'm  sure  Dick,  he  might  have 
been  sour  over  that  name  once  in  awhile.   So  let's  just  get  on  with  it 
and  I'll  agree  with  you  for  once  Dick. 


D.  BARTSCH:     Thanks  alot.   That  helps  get  things  going  too, 
their  support  of  the  project. 


seeing  people  express 


UNIDENTIFIED: 


Well  I  have  selfish  interests  as  well.   I'm  with  the  gentlemen  down 
there,  I  live  in  his  direction.   There  is  not  many  of  us  that  live  on 
past  the  pavement  on  Big  Flat  I  realize,  but  alternate  A,  you  might  as 
well  widen  McClay's  Bridge,  your  getting  so  doggone  close  and  B's  not  an 
awful  lot  better.   The  next  bridge  down  stream  is  in  Alberton,  I  would 
think  they'ed  want  to  stretch  the  bridges  out  a  little  bit  instead  of 
crowding  them  together  as  much  as  they  can.   Like  I  say,  I'm  being  selfish, 
I  use  to  go  see  my  grandkids  in  French  Town,  it  was  12  miles  now  its  62 
miles.   And  that  kind  of  rubs  a  guy  the  wrong  way. 

The  long  approach  road  will  have  to  widen  and  improve,  now  we've  got  a  35 
mph  road  and  your  going  to  put  a  50  mph  road  in  at  these  other  2  bridge 
sites  and  still  you  only  got  a  35mph  road.   You'll  put  more  traffic  on 
the  road  and  it  isn't  built  to  handle  more  traffic  then  its  taking  right 
now.   I  would  just  as  soon  see  them  nail  enough  boards  to  get  Harper's 
back  going  again  and  have  something  for  the  people  to  use.   I  don't  think 
it  was  abused,  and  I'm  sure  it's  goin  to  be  standing  there,  if  its  left 
alone,  for  a  long  time  yet.   I  think  that  would  be  a  lot  more  practical 
in  the  long  run.   Maybe  it  will  cost  a  little  more  money,  it's  a  long 
ridge.   I  just  cant  for  the  life  of  me  understand  why  you  have  to  crowd 
the  bridges  all  together  instead  of  streatching  them  out  where  they'll  do 
people  more  good. 


D.  BARTSCH: 


If  I'm  going  to  the  south  side  of  Missoula  I  can  go  in  on  the  Big  Flat 
Road  and  that's  fine  but  if  Im  going  north  to  Frenchtown  or  if  Im  going 
up  to  Flathead,  it  puts  a  hell  a  lot  of  more  miles.   I  think  everybody 
living  out  there  will  have  to  agree  with  that. 

Okay  that  would  be  support  for  replacing  the  bridge  at  the  present  site, 
at  C,  I  believe  we  call  it. 


T.  CHARLES:    My  name  is  Tom  Charles  and  I  live  at  1100  Valley  Wind  Lane  and  Im  in 

support  of  site  Bl.   Something  that  hasn't  been  explored  here  yet  is  the 
fire  hazards  out  in  our  area.   We  do  not  have  any  fire  coverage  at  the 
present  time.   I  talked  to  Mr.  Les  Johnson,  he's  with  the  rural  fire 
Department  and  they  situated  the  fire  station  on  Mullen  Road  to  access 
Big  Flag  also.   Our  fire  coverage  right  now  costs  around  $690.00  a  year. 
We're  in  class  10  which  means  it  burns  to  the  ground.   It  is  cut  in  half 
if  that  bridge  goes  in.   Another  thing  is  that  the  biggest  population  in 
that  area  lives  from  the  pavement  towards  Missoula  area  which,  site  Bl 
sets  right  in  the  middle  of  for  access. 
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D.  BARTSCH:     Okay  thank  you,  now  this  gentlemen. 

kR.  MUNRO:      I'm  Doctor  Roger  Munro ,  I  live  out  on  Big  Flag  Road.   Maybe  I  missed  it 

but  what  is  considered  to  be  the  purpose  of  the  bridge  that's  down  stream 
from  McClays  Bridge?   I  mean  what  do  you  think  of,  as  the  purpose  of  this 
bridge?   Is  the  purpose  of  this  bridge  to  allow  access  out  of  the  lower 
end  of  the  Big  Flat,  is  the  purpose  of  this  bridge  to  serve  as  a  truck 
short  cut?   What  purpose  is  a  bridge  down  here  suppose  to  serve?   Or  have 
we  ever  considered  that? 

D.  COLVILL:     Why  are  we  here  even  talking  about  a  bridge?   We're  here  talking  about  a 
bridge  basically  as  a  replacement  for  the  existing  structure. 

R.  MONROE:     Well  it  seems  to  me  that  if  you're  going  to  have  a  5th  leg  on  a  table  you 
ought  to  think  about  why  do  you  need  a  fifth  leg  on  a  table.   If  the 
purpose  of  the  bridge  is  to  take  the  people  out  of  the  lower  end  of  Big 
Flat  accross  into  town  or  French  Town,  then  obviously  Bl  is  a  lousy 
alternative.   If  the  purpose  is  to  give  people  access  to  the  upper  end  of 
the  Big  Flat  then  youve  already  got  McClay's  Bridge  so  alternative  A  is  a 
lousy  choice.  If  the  purpose  is  to  some  how  get  traffic  in  and  out  of  the 
middle  of  Big  Flat  then  Bl  kind  of  makes  sense  but  probably  doesn't 
really  save  anybody  any  driving  so  what's  the  use  of  the  bridge  to  be? 
Does  that  question  make  any  sense  to  you? 

D.  COLVILL:     Well  yeah,  alternate  D  is  do  nothing,  that  is  certainly  an  alternate. 

R.  MUNRO:      Yeah  but  it  seems  to  me  your  sort  of  approaching  it  wrong.   You  ought  to 
say,  well  why  does  this  bridge  exist.   To  me  it  exists  to  provide  access 
f  for  the  people  in  the  down  stream,  in  Big  Flat,  into  to  town  and  back. 

And  to  serve  recreational  traffic  to  the  Harper's  Bridge  area. 

D.  COLVILL:     We  did,  in  about  1976  or  '77,  what  we  called  an  Origin  and  Destination 

Study,  we  stopped  everybody  that  went  accross  Harper's  Bridge  for  2  days 
and  asked  them  where  they  were  going  and  where  they  came  from.   Supprisingly 
enough  60  or  70%  of  those  people  crossing  the  bridge  were  going  to  town. 
This  startled  us,  but  that's  the  only  study  of  that  type  that  weve  done. 

R.  MUNRO:       From  where? 

D.  COLVILL:     From  where  ever  they  were  coming  from,  going  accross  the  bridge  toward 

Mullan  Road.   They  were  on  there  way  into  town,  the  predominent  number  of 
them . 

R.  MUNRO:      It  seems  to  me  your  missing  the  point  of  building  a  bridge,  that  is  to 

serve  the  convenience  of  the  people  of  the  area  and  it  seems  to  me  that  C 
obviously  serves  that  better  than  either  of  the  other  alternatives. 

D.  COLVILL:     Well  that's  what  were  here  for  is  to  get  your  opinion. 

R.  MUNRO:       You  got  it. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Very  good,  that's  support  for  alternate  C. 
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K.  STURGIS:    My  name  is  Kathy  Strugis ,  I  just  have  a  question.   Is  the  cost  estimate 
of  Bl  or  B  there  in  the  middle,  does  that  include,  how  much  it  costs  to 
get  the  property  from  all  the  owners  along  side  the  right  of  way,  and  if 
it  doesn't  and  then  that  is  included,  how  does  that  compare  with  the  cost 
of  C  with  the  rights  of  way  being  obtained? 

D.  BARTSCH:     I  think  when  Brad  reported  the  figures  that  he  gave  you,  he  said  they 
included  the  estimated  cost  of  right  of  way,  as  well  as  construction, 
engineering,  the  whole  bail  of  wax  for  each  site.   Now  the  other  part  of 
your  question  was  did  you  want  to  break  out  the  cost  of  right  of  way  to  B 
as  opposed  to  the  cost  of  right  of  way  to  C. 

K.  STURGIS:     No,  I  guess  I  just  didn't  hear  that  part.   I  just  wondered  if  that  didn't 
include  R/W.   I  wondered  if,  after  the  rights  of  way  were  obtained,  it 
would  up  the  price  of  how  much  that  bridge  would  cost.   I'm  just  wondering 
how  much  difference  there  really  is  between  the  cost  of  building  at  Bl 
and  building  at  C. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay,  I  think  the  figures  he  gave  you  at  each  site  did  enclude  all  elements 
on  all  sides. 


D.  COLVILL:     I  might  mention  Dan,  to  get  these  right  of  way  figures  we  hired  a  private 
appraiser  who  came  in  on  site  A  and  site  B  and  came  up  with  these  figures, 
they  happen  to  be  $104,000  on  Bl ,  $143,000  on  A.   These  two  appraisals 
were  done  by  a  private  appraiser  about  2  years  ago.   Site  C  now,  since 
most  of  it  didn't  go  through  private  land  but  went  through  public  land, 
was  done  by  the  Morrison  and  Maierle  people  I  guess.   It  came  out  to 
$70,000.  The  impact  of  right  of  way  on  C,  because  there  is  public  land 
and  so  much  land  where  we  have  right  of  way  aleady,  wasn't  near  as  great 
as  the  other  two.   That's  how  we  came  up  with  the  figure  on  Bl ,  we  had  an 
appraiser  go  out  there  and  it  also  included  impacts  for  noise  and  these 
kinds  of  things. 

J.  WASHBURN:    My  name  is  John  Washburn,  and  I've  been  living  out  there  about  16  years 
or  so,  using  the  old  Harper's  Bridge  to  and  from  town;  to  and  from  work. 
If  your  not  going  to  rebuild  there  (alternate  C) ,  Bl  is  my  choice,  that 
is  where  I  would  want  to  see  it  if  you're  not  going  to  rebuild  in  the 
other  one.   One  of  the  reasons  is  it  will  put  money  in  my  pocket  if  the 
bridge  is  built  there.   It's  less  mileage  to  work,  its  less  mileage  to 
town,  its  less  wear  and  tear  on  my  vehicle.   Because  of  the  lesser  amount 
of  mileage  I'll  be  driving,  my  car  insurance  rates  will  be  cheaper.   We 
would  also  have  fire  protection  with  that  crossing  at  Bl,  where  we  don't 
have  any  right  now.   So  I  want  to  say  I  fully  support  Bl. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay,  fine  with  some  good  reasons. 

D.  MORRIS:      I  think  Dick  and  I  know  who  each  other  are  pretty  well  by  now.   I  believe 
that  the  county  commissioners  in  past  and  present,  have  put  a  lot  of 
effort  into  researching  this  project.   I  believe  they've  made  a  good 
choice.   As  far  as  Im  concerned  they  couldn't  have  made  a  better  one,  I 
think  B  would  be  a  little  better  for  me  because  that  would  put  me  closer 
to  Des champs  Lane,  but  I'll  suffer.   I  work  at  the  Y.   Mr.  Munro  has  a 
problem  with  who's  going  save.  It  will  probably  cut  my  driving  mileage  to 
and  from  work,  to  about  40%  of  what  it  is  now.   He  wondered  what  a  bridge 
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D.  BARTSCH: 
D.  MUNRO: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


D.  THOMPSON: 


was  for,  well  I  haven't  been  able  to  teach  ray  car  and  pickup  how  to  swim, 
and  I'm  to  old  and  fat  to  run  that  far  and  swim  the  river,  and  it  would 
get  cold  in  the  winter  trying  so,  I  kind  of  prefer  bridges  myself.   I 
think  we  ought  to  get  her  built. 

Okay,  thank  you  very  much. 

Obviously,  I  think  we  need  a  bridge.   I  don't  think  there  is  any  question 
of  that.   The  question  to  me  is,  which  alternative  serves  the  residents 
of  the  Big  Flat,  and  the  residents  of  Missoula  County  better,  aside  from 
the  interests  of  the  few  people  who  want  to  develop  some  land,  and  aside 
from  the  interests  of  a  few  people  who  want  to  move  some  logs  out  of  the 
forest.   What  serves  the  people  of  the  area  best.    I  happen  to  think 
bridge  alternative  C  does,  but  I  was  not  arguing  against  a  bridge.   I 
think  it's  obvious  we  need  a  bridge. 

I  think  he  took  it  that  way  alright.   I  guess  Dick  alluded  to  a  destina- 
tion and  origin  study,  I  don't  know  whether  we've  studied  the  overall 
pattern  of  traffic.   I  guess  most  of  you  people  who  use  the  roads  in  the 
area,  those  who  live  in  the  Big  Flat  are  trying  to  cross  the  river  for 
some  reason  and  people  on  the  other  side  that  are  trying  to  get  into  town 
if  its  more  accessable  for  them  to  get  to  the  other  side,  would  do  it.   I 
guess  most  of  you  in  the  area  know  better  than  Dick's  crew. 

Im  just  a  little  farm  boy  and  I  get  confused.   This  is  the  existing 
bridge  isnt  it?   And  isn't  this  a  county  road  up  here  now,  right  through 
here,  all  this  on  both  sides? 


D.  COLVILL:     The  existing  county  road,  you  can  see  it  hooks  much  further  back  up 
there,  that's  kind  of  a  short  cut  right  there. 

D.  BARTSCH:     The  existing  county  road  now  comes  all  the  way  up  the  gulley  here  on  Deep 
Creek  and  then  .  .  . 


D.  THOMPSON: 


D.  BARTSCH: 
D.  THOMPSON: 


But  this  is  a  county  road  right,  all  this  up  through  here?   Up  over  the 
hill  and  back  around  the  bend,  that's  all  county  road  now,  and  this  is 
to,  is  it  not?   Then,  I  guess  what  my  question  is,  I  still  can't  get  it 
through  my  head  of  all  this  extra  land  purchase  and  the  cost.   Because, 
if  we  own  the  access  on  both  sides  of  the  river  and  were  dealing  with 
this,  we  don't  have  to  buy,  with  no  land  owners  through  here,  that  we 
have  to  go  through  property  on  either  side,  so  were  dealing  with  unimpro- 
vable land,  which  is  basically  .  .  .  I ' d  do  the  survey  for  nothing  really. 
This  land  in  here,  if  I'm  not  mistaken,  the  man  donated  once  and  will 
donate  again.   I  still  can't  see  where  you're  coming  up  with  a  cost  on 
buying  property. 

Okay  I  guess  your  laying  all  of  the  cost  on  the  right  of  way. 

You  can't  get  that  much  more  in  a  bridge  and  you  can't  tell  me  you  can  go 
across  land  that's  going  to  develop  at  probably  somewhere  around  11  or  12 
thousand  an  acre,  that  your  going  to  go  accross,  compared  to  rock  and 
gravel  beds.   I  just  would  like  to  have,  if  there's  anybody  here  that 
sells  property,  I'd  like  to  see  which  one  they  would  pay  the  most  for. 
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D.  COLVILL:     There's  a  couple  of  things,  the  price  of  the  right  of  way  on  Alternate  C 
is  estimated  at  $70,000.   On  the  Big  Fiat  side  there  is  some  areas  where 
we  do  not  have  any  right  of  way,  all  we  have  is  what  is  called  a  prescribed 
use  road,  the  right  to  go  across  there.   Besides  that,  if  the  road  is 
improved  on  Alternate  C,  it's  going  to  require  some  pretty  extensive  cuts 
up  the  hillside  because  its  steep.   It's  going  to  take  something  much 
wider  than  the  60  feet  we  have  through  the  Champion  land  and  some  other 
places.   That's  what  the  added  money  is  for,  it's  to  widen  the  existing 
right  of  way  to  take  care  of  these  cuts  and  fills  we're  going  to  need  to 
go  through  that  sidehill.   It's  to  buy  the  right  of  way  where  we  don't 
have  it.   There  is  no  right  of  way  costs  on  the  Mullen  Road  side  because 
we  have  that. 


D.  THOMPSON: 
D.  COLVILL: 


Other  than  the  existing  County  road  that's  already  there? 

The  $70,000  in  Alternate  C  for  right  of  way,  didn't  include  anything  on 
the  Mullen  Road  side. 


UNIDENTIFIED: 
D.  COLVILL: 


Thats  better  than  $3,000  an  acre  for  trash. 

You  might  call  it  trash  but  our  experience  on  trying  to  buy  anything  is 
that  it's  very  valuable. 


UNIDENTIFIED: 


I'm  kind  of  nexv  to  this,  so  I  just  want  to  know,  has  there  been  any  study 
at  all  as  to  what  the  impact  on  the  market  value  of  the  surrounding 
property  is  going  to  be?   Its  easy  for  people  to  say  I  want  plan  A,  B,  or 
whatever  but  they  don't  live  there.   What  happens  to  the  guy  that  trys  to 
sell  his  property? 


D.  COLVILL:     We  have  the  appraiser's  report  which  tells  us  what  it  would  cost  to 
purchase  right  of  way. 

J.  EMILY:      I  don't  mean  that. 

D.  COLVILL:     I  think  the  only  place  is  the  Sturgis  home  on  the  end  that  would  suffer  a 

detrement.   In  the  appriaser's  report  there  was  none  of  the  others  that 
were  suffering. 

E.  EMILY:      Thats  not  exactly  what  I  meant.   What  about  the  man  that  lives  next  to 

the  Sturgis'  and  he  tries  to  resell  his  property? 

D.  COLVILL:     Well  there's  never  been  anything  that  says,  if  the  road  gets  built  there, 
this  is  going  to  increase  your  value  or  decrease  your  value.   I've  never 
seen  that  figure.   If  your  in  the  realestate  business  you  can  probably 
answer  that  better  than  I  can. 

D.  BARTSCH:     I  guess  as  far  as  the  Highway  Department  is  concerned,  when  the  Highway 
Department  handles  projects,  that  is  not  studied. 

W.  CURDY:       Im  a  recent  resident  of  Big  Flat,  being  over  there  a  couple  of  months  and 
I  have  a  couple  of  questions  to  ask.   I'm  one  of  those  unfortunate  people 
who  live  along  that  lane  and  right  beside  the  bridge  on  Bl.   I'm  two 
houses  down  from  Mr.  Sturgis,  and  Ive  got  a  few  things  I  don't  think  the 
environmental  assessment  delt  with.   Number  1  the  social  cost  concerning 
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crime,  or  since  the  area  would  have  easier  access,  no  comments  were  made 
concerning  crime  or  the  potential  impact  of  such  because  more  people 
\  would  be  in  the  area.   I'm  not  a  ridged  environmentalist,  however,  I  do 

not  belong  to  any  local  environmental  groups  or  anything  such  as  that  but 
my  family  and  I  have  noted  a  number  of  times  riding  our  horses  in  the 
river  bottom  eagles  nesting  in  and  near  the  area,  feeding  on  the  various 
streatch  right  there  where  the  bridge  is  going  to  be  located,  and  I  think 
there  is  a  Federal  Law  somewhere  around  that  deals  with  eagles  since  its 
our  national  bird.   Is  that  correct?   And  I  just  can't  believe  this 
assessment  that  I  read  this  blue  thing  last  night  and  accompaning  little 
thing  that  went  along  with  it  and  I  think  Mr.  Steigler  back  in  1981,  at 
the  May  28th  meeting  made  a  comment,  he  said  "the  man  who  must  have  made 
assessment  make  it  flying  around  in  the  night".   It  really  perplexes  me 
if  there  are  these  holes  there  in  the  assessment  that  I  point  out  Im  just 
wondering  about  other  holes  that  are  potentially  there  in  the  assessment. 
Im  not  any  great  observer  of  assessment  and  I  have  a  couple  of  other 
questions  to  ask.   Is  2  feet  really  acceptable  at  100  year  flood  stage 
under  a  bridge?   Which  hundred  years  is  that? 

P.  PARRINI:     Its  a  standard  by  which  most  highway  bridges  are  built  and  designed,  for 
a  hundred  year  flood.   A  lot  of  times  highway  bridges  are  designed  for  a 
lesser  flood  stage,  a  50  year  flood  or  25  year  flood,  but  clearance  is 
built  into  a  structure  so  as  to  pass  debrie  that  might  be  floating  on  the 
river. 

W.  CURDY:      Well  it  seems  a  little  marginal  to  me  I  dont  know  if  anybody  else,  and 

another  comment  I  would  like  to  make.   Nothing  was  mentioned  about  riprap, 
I  know  Mrs .  Haaglund  over  there  was  mentioning  about  her  land  being  lost 
to  the  river.   If  you  take  a  look  upstream  from  that  bridge  on  Bl  for 
approximately  3  or  400  yeards  you'll  see  some  substantial  erosion  along 
the  stream  bank.   Thats  what  she  mentioned  and  I  dont  know  if  you  considered 
that  into  your  cost,  700  feet  of  riprap  above  the  bridge. 


B.  PETERSON: 
D.  BARTSCH: 


Im  not  sure  we  got  into  that  much  detail. 

I  was  going  to  ask  if  our  construction  either  Dick  or  Morrison  and  Merillle 
would  consider  riprapping  700  feet  up. 


W.  CURDY:      Im  saying  several  hundred  feet. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Oh,  several,  okay. 

W.  CURDY:      And  I  do  agree  with  Mr.  Thompson,  my  avocation  during  the  summer  is 

fighting  forest  fires,  and  I  can't  speak  for  the  Forest  Service  since  I 
am  only  a  temporary  intermentent  career  employee,  but  it  has  been  rather 
difficult  to  get  accross  the  bridge,  or  get  accross  the  river  to  fight 
fires  in  the  mountain  area.   Harper's  Bridge  would  definately  be  a  bene- 
ficial access  to  that  area.   Or  to  the  Albert  Creek,  Deep  Creek  area. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay  I  guess  I  can't  think  of  any  particular  element  that  we  can  address 
anymore  than  we  have  as  far  as  his  comments.   Well  certainly  take  them 
into  consideration  and  address  those  in  the  final  review  of  the  project. 

GARRETT:     I  did  the  wildlife  survey  over  there,  Ive  been  over  there  at  least  4 

times  by  now  and  have  flown  the  river  once.   On  the  survey  we  performed 
this  spring  I  did  observe  2  eagles  using  that  streatch  of  the  river 
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W.  CURDY: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


B.  PETERSON: 


between  the  existing  Harper's  Bridge  and  Alternative  Bl,  but  I  have  not 
been  able  to  find  any  evidence  of  any  eagle  nesting  in  there,  and  have 
not  been  able  to  find  the  osprey  nest  somebody  said  was  there  the  last 
time.   So  if  youre  talking  about  the  Wildlife  Survey  in  regard  to  eagles, 
as  having  a  hole,  yes  there  are  eagles  up  and  down  that  streatch  of  the 
river.   I  dont  find  any  evidence  of  nesting  and  with  the  extensive  amount 
of  riparian  habitat  that  is  available  through  that  steatch  of  the  river, 
I  really  don't  believe  Alternative  Bl,  or  Alternative  C  would  significantly 
effect  eagles  using  that  area.   Thank  you. 

I  have  one  statment  to  make  about  Alternate  Bl .   Barely  visable  at  alter- 
native Bl  are  some  powerlines  that  come  accross  and  serve  the  entire  Big 
Flat  area,  and  I  did  not  notice  in  your  statement  of  costs  any  dollar 
figures  for  the  relocation  of  that  corssing.   Unless  of  course  the  people 
in  Big  Flat  are  going  to  go  without  power. 

Unless  there  are  some  significant  utility  lines  that  would  parallel  a 
proposed  road  construction  that  would  require  an  extensive  amount  of 
alignment  change  on  a  power  line,  powerline  crossings  usually  don't 
constitute  a  tremendous  cost.   I  don't  know  if  you  included  that  as  part 
of  your  right  of  way  costs  or  not,  Brad? 

We  were  aware  of  those  power  lines  and  they  are  included  in  the  cost  of 
construction. 


D.  BARTSCH: 


K.  KENDALL: 


D.  COLVILL: 


T.  CHARLES: 

D.  BARTSCH: 

T.  CHARLES: 

^fc.  BARTSCH: 


Okay  you  did  include  them  in  the  cost  and  those  are  normally  part  of  the 
right  of  way  agreements  either  with  landowners  or  with  the  power  company 
as  they  become  a  moving  item  that  they  take  care  of. 

I  live  down  there  on  Johanna  Drive  just  off  from  Alternate  Bl.   I'm  in 
favor  of  Bl,  I  guess  I've  got  a  question  for  Dick.   They  close  Harper's 
Bridge  down,  they  condem  it,  why  do  they  replank  it,  run  guardrials  up 
around  the  sides  and  put  woven  wire  down  on  it? 

I  don't  want  to  get  to  deep  into  the  existing  bridge  at  this  hearing,  but 
we  closed  it  because  it  was  unsafe  for  cars.   We  feel  that  the  guardrail 
that  you  see  there  now  will  take  care  of  you  if  you  hit  it  on  a  bicycle 
or  motorcycle  or  if  your  on  foot.   In  other  words,  I  see  no  problem  now 
with  anybody  falling  off  the  bridge.   It's  a  much  lighter  guardrail  than 
would  have  been  put  up  if  it  had  to  hold  cars.   As  far  as  the  planking 
goes,  I  guess  it  was  an  effort  we  made  to  help  the  people  that  have  to 
get  accross  the  bridge.   We  felt  as  long  as  the  bridge  is  there,  it  will 
support  this  type  of  traffic.   Someday  it  will  wash  out,  but  now  I  feel 
quite  confident  that  there  won't  be  an  accident  for  the  traffic  that  it 
is  now  using. 

What  kind  of  inclines  will  you  have  on  these  bridges,  on  the  approaches 
on  both  sides  of  the  bridges  at  A,  B  and  C? 

Okay  the  grades  of  the  approaches? 

Exactly. 


Okay,  does  somebody  over  there  have  the  information, 
grades  approaching  each  side  of  each  site. 


can  you  give  us  some 
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B.  PETERSON: 


D.  BARTSCH: 

B.  PETERSON: 

J.  STIGLER: 

D.  BARTSCH: 

J.  STIGLER: 

D.  COLVILL: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


For  Alternative  A  the  grades  on  the  bridge  are  5%  and  that  is  the  steepest 
part  of  the  roadway.   The  approaches  are  5%  also,  for  a  short  distance. 
On  Alternative  Bl,  the  maximum  grades  are  around  1%,  fairly  flat.   On 
Alternative  C  the  grades  on  the  bridge  itself  are  2%,    and  the  grades 
around  the  corner  where  Dan's  finger  is.  .  . 

This  sharp  corner  there  at  station  190. 

They  are  about  8%. 

Im  John  Stigler,  I  own  the  property  there  on  Bl  next  to  the  Kona  Ranch. 
I  realize  that  there  has  to  be  a  new  bridge  put  in,  and  B  of  course  would 
do  a  lot  of  damage  to  the  ranch  but  Im  definately  in  favor  of  Bl . 

There's  a  landowner  infavor  of  Bl . 

How  wide  is  that  right  of  way  that  your  speaking  of? 

I  think  we  were  looking  at  80  feet,  Im  not  totally  sure.   How  much  of 
it's  going  to  be  on  your  property  and  how  much  on  the  Kona  Ranch,  we 
haven't  exactly  settled  yet.   In  the  design  we  have  now,  the  bulk  of  it 
will  be  on  the  Kona  Ranch  and  try  to  straddle  the  existing  road  there. 

I  guess  that's  one  of  those  questions  that  we  can't  nail  down  to  close 
yet  until  we  get  a  better  survey  so  that  they  know  how  much  fill  and  that 
sort  of  thing.   That's  the  best  guess  Dick  can  give  you.   While  your 
thinking  for  a  minute,  I'll  fill  you  in  on  a  couple  of  things  that  I  know 
about,  that  will  happen  imediately  after  the  hearing.   As  I  said  we're 
taping  all  the  comments,  we  will  prepare  and  send  out  that  transcript. 
Which  brings  up  something,  as  we  did  before  we  had  a  couple  of  booklets 
here  for  signup  sheets.   We  would  like  to  have  everyone  who  spoke,  put 
your  name  and  address  down  so  we  make  sure  we  have  your  name  correct  and 
that  we  will  automatically  send  you  a  copy  of  the  transcript.   Anyone 
else  who  did  not  speak  if  they  wish  a  copy  of  the  transcript  make  sure 
your  name  is  on  one  of  those  bookelts.   If  you  know  someone  who  is   not 
here  this  evening  that  would  want  a  transcript,  would  you  put  there  name 
and  address  down.   This  will  serve  as  my  mailing  list  for  that. 

I  mention  about  writing  in  any  comments  you  may  think  of  later  that  you 
would  like  to  add  to  the  review  of  the  project.   If  you  know  someone  who 
is  not  here  that  would  probably  want  to  make  a  comment  and  insert  their 
thoughts  on  it,  let  them  know  that  they  can  write  in.   Either  address  an 
envelope  to  Dick  at  the  County  or  to  me.   I  think  most  everyone  got  one 
of  those  gold  pamphlets,  on  the  inside  back  cover  is  the  address  of  the 
Public  Hearings  Unit  for  the  Highway,  that  will  get  to  me  and  those 
written  statements  will  also  be  added  to  the  transcript  as  part  of  the 
input.   I  do  have  some  self  addressed  envelopes  to  the  highway  if  you 
wish  to  take  one  of  those  for  that  purpose. 

After  the  transcript  is  prepared  it  will  be  distributed  to  of  course  the 
County  Officials,  State  Officials,  Federal  Officials  for  review,  somehow 
or  another  which  we  haven't  quite  decided,  those  people  will  then  express 
a  prefereance  or  a  decision  or  an  action  which  will  then  be  the  location 
and  design  approval  document.  I  think  also  what  well  have  to  happen  is, 
the  comments  that  were  offered  here  this  evening  will  have  to  be  addressed 
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D.  BARTSCH:     in  the  environmental  assessment  final  that  is  prepared  at  this  point  and 
(continued)     it  will  be  brought  up  to  date  to  include  these  comments  and  where  possible 
address  the  environmental  things  that  you  spoke  of  this  evening.   We'll 
try  to  address  those  and  then  that  will  be  the  basis  for  hopefully  the 
final  decision  that  we  can  go  ahead  one  of  the  alternates  and  that  will 
eventually  be  done.    When  it  comes  to  pass  that  it  will  be  approved  as 
one  of  the  alternates  then  I  will  receive  that  approval  and  I  will  send  a 
notice  advising  all  of  those  on  my  mailing  list  of  that  action. 

I  guess  that  will  be  the  formal  step  that  will  tell  Dick  the  county  can 
go  ahead  and  start  the  next  steps  as  far  as;  completing  design,  getting 
the  actual  lines  and  surveys  put  together,  on  the  ground  just  where  it 
will  be,  all  those  details  will  then  start  to  go  together.   Sometime 
after  that,  the  approval  of  the  right  of  way  plans  will  come  about  and 
Dick  will  then  be  able  to  begin  contacting  the  people  or  authorizing 
whoever  will  be  purchasing  the  right  of  way,  appraising  and  going  through 
the  right  of  way  process.   This  gets  back  to  the  gentlemen's  question  on 
the  date  for  letting,  the  outline  I  just  gave,  could  take  anywhere  from  a 
few  months  to  a  couple  of  years.   That's  why,  at  this  time,  a  date  isn't 
realistic.   Dick? 

D.  COLVILL:     I  might  add  something  to  help  ease  the  publics  mind.   I  might  mention,  if 
I'm  wrong  from  what  I'm  saying,  you  or  Gordon  jump  in  and  tell  me.   This 
is  a  study,  it  isn't  a  final  design.   Once  the  site  gets  selected  then 
the  design  process  will  be  done  under  the  Highway  Department.   If  the 
geology,  which  we  havent  talked  about,  comes  out  bad,  if  the  flood  plain 
analysis  comes  out  bad,  if  something  really  startling  happens,  for  instance, 
they  suddenly  discover  our  detail  design  is  going  to  have  a  4  foot  backup 
on  the  flood  plain  or  something  like  this,  I  gather  then  you  will  fall 
back  and  we  will  talk  about  it  or  involve  the  public  some  more.   If 
something  startling  comes  up  in  the  design  phase  that  isn't  anticipated 
in  the  study,  then  we'll  recycle  the  process. 

D.  BARTSCH:     I  think  that  happens  on  any  job.   Maybe  it's  not  said  often  enough,  even 
on  our  highway  projects,  we  go  along  and  say  yeah  we've  chosen  this  and 
everybody  says  okay.   As  the  design  details  start  coming  in  and  like  Dick 
says  the  geology  study,  they  go  out  and  they'll  drill  a  lot  of  test  holes 
to  make  sure  that  the  ground  will  hold  the  bridge  and  if  some  startling 
report  comes  up  and  says  that  will  sink  in  a  few  years,  then  Gordon  and 
Right  of  Way,  the  Engineers  and  Dick  will  be  calling  them  and  whoever 
made  the  study  will  turn  in  the  report  and  the  site  may  conceivably  wash 
out.   We  may  have  to  look  for  an  alternative  and  if  its  a  severe  enough 
change,  it  then  constitutes  maybe  corning  back  to  where  were  at  tonight. 
We  could  be  looking  at  some  other  alternate. 

That  hopefully  won't  happen,  but  its  conceivable,  its  a  slim  possibility. 
As  they  go  along  in  the  design,  they  look  at  those  details  and  well 
hopefully  make  those  corrections  and  make  those  judgements  and  confer 
with  everybody  and  make  sure  that  is  going  to  go  along  alright. 

R.  WILHELM:     My  name  is  Roy  Wilheim,  I  live  out  in  Big  Flat.   I'm  in  favor  of  Bl  for 
quite  a  few  reasons.   The  insurance  benefits  to  my  property  out  there, 
the  quick  response  to  town  for  ambulance,  fire,  whatever  protections  that 
I  can  get  out  there.   There  is  another  part  that  I'd  look  at,  we  all  know 
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what  McClay  Bridge  is.   It's  a  1  lane  bridge  thats  getting  pretty  old  and 
antique,  how  much  longer  is  it  going  to  last,  were  talking  4  years  to  get 
started  on  this  bridge.   What  is  the  life  expectancy  Dick,  of  McClay 
Bridge. 

D.  COLVILL:    McClays  is  a  lot  better  than  Harper's,  but  McClays  has  got  a  posted  load 
limit  so  there  is  always  a  possiblity  of  somebody  going  accross  it  with  a 
load  that  exceeds  the  load  limit.   I  know  as  well  as  you  do  that  this 
happens,  and  if  it  just  happens  to  be  a  big  enough  load  you  could  loose 
McClay  Bridge  that  way  someday. 


R.  WILHELM: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


D.  COLVILL: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


Then  if  we  lost  it  then  we  wouldn't  have  a  bridge  at  all  across  the 
river.   Those  are  my  reasons  for  wanting  Bl  put  in  as  quick  as  possible. 

I  guess  that  just  brings  up  a  question  to  my  mind,  if  the  load  limit  were 
adhered  to,  McClay  Bridge  could  stand  for  quite  a  while,  structurally,  is 
that  true? 

Yes,  we've  had  McClay  Bridge  analyzed  by  Morrison  &  Maierle  it  so  happens, 
they  did  a  study  in  about  ' 76  and  came  up  with  the  load  limits  and  they 
came  up  with  some  riprap  which  we  did  on  the  pier.   So,  baring  something 
unforseen,  we  anticipate  that  McClay  Bridge  would  be  there  for  awhile. 

I  think  you  have  a  fair  fear  that  we  probably  better  get  on  with  this  as 
soon  as  possible. 


D.  THOMPSON: 


D.  COLVILL: 


One  other  comment  then,  if  were  going  to  bring  that  other  bridge,  wouldn't 
also  Harper's  Bridge  take  light  car  traffic  just  as  well  as  the  other 
bridge,  providing  it  was  maintained  at  a  passenger  during  this  period  of 
4  yeas  or  whatever?  All  I've  heard  is  the  bridge  is  going  to  wash  out, 
so  is  the  world  is  going  to  come  to  end.   Wouldn't  Harper's  Bridge  take 
light  car  traffic  just  as  well  as  it  always  has?  Are  there  any  particular 
reasons  that  someone  could  show  me  why  it  would  not? 

Well  again,  I  don't  want  to  go  into  the  closure  of  Harper's  Bridge, 
that's  a  seperate  subject  but,  no  Harper's  Bridge  won't  take  anywhere 
near  the  loads.  At  the  time  we  closed  it  I  think  it  was  ticketed  for  3 
tons,  McClay  Bridge  is  10  tons.   We  didn't  feel  like  it  would  even  hold 
the  3  tons  anymore. 


D.  BARTSCH:     I  know  that  a  couple  of  real  thorough  studies  were  made  on  its  structure 
and  its  potential  life,  Dick  had  mentioned  that  are  pretty  slim  and  thats 
about  all  I  can  offer. 

T.  MOEDE:      I  live  out  in  Big  Flat  and  I  have  one  question  that  if  this  project  by 
the  Fish  and  Game  does  go  through  and  gets  underway  and  the  bridge  goes 
in  at,  lets  say  Alternate  Bl,  then,  due  to  the  traffic  which  is  over  the 
unpaved  seciton  of  road  up  to  the  old  Harper's  site,  the  people  demand  or 
the  use  demands  improvement,  we'll  be  spending  twice  the  money,  it's  the 
most  expensive  way  now.   I'm  not  going  either  way  as  far  as  for  B  or  C, 
but  as  far  as  the  expense?  ?  ?  Because  that  is  a  high  recreational  area 
and  if  the  Fish  and  Game  puts  in  a  facility  there,  there  is  going  to  be  a 
awful  lot  of  traffic  on  that,  as  you  call,  potentially  dangerous  stretch 
of  road. 
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D.  BARTSCH: 

|T.  MOEDE: 

D.  COLVILL: 

T.  MOEDE: 

D.  COLVILL: 

T.  MOEDE: 


D.  COLVILL: 


T.  MOEDE: 


MURRAY: 


B.  EVANS: 


I  guess  what  your  question  is,  will  there  be  some  work  done  it. 

Will  there  possibly  have  to  be,  lets  say,  do  Alternate  Bl  and  then  turn 
around  and  have  to  do  half  of  Alternate  C.  .  .  No  bridge  but  a  road  to 
that  site. 

I  guess  that  is  a  possibility,  I  can't  say  it  isn't. 

So  you  would  be  spending  twice  the  money? 

I  would  say  it  is  a  possibility,  I  don't  say  its  a  certainty.   Its  just 
like  you  say,  if  the  public  demands  it  and  the  money  is  there  to  do  it 
then  we  would  have  to  do  it. 

But  you  could  go  through  the  whole  thing  and  in  5  years,  the  Fish  and 
Game,  by  the  time  you  got  your  money  appropriated,  they  would  have  that 
facility  lets  say  operational,  and  then  you're  probably  another  4  years 
down  the  road  because  you'd  have  to  scrap  everything  and  start  over 
again.   I'd  hate  to  see  it  delayed. 

Well  again,  what  the  impact  of  the  Fish  and  Game  is,  I  don't  know.  Whether 
they  can  build  a  facility  that's  going  to  increase  the  traffic  tremendously 
without  doing  something  to  help  the  road,  I  don't  know. 

Is  this  a  situation  where  the  State  and  the  County  don't  know  what's 
going  on,  there  surely  should  be  some  conversation  between. 

I'm  Ann  Mary  Dussault  County  Commissioner.   It  happened  that  at  our  last 
Public  Hearing  last  Wednesday  night,  the  Fish  and  Game  Department  came  in 
and  made  a  presentation  on  the  Deep  Creek  Proposal.   The  reality  is,  they 
have  no  money  to  proceed  with  that  project  at  this  time.   There  plans 
were  formulated  way  to  late  to  get  into  the  long  range  building  program 
for  the  legislature  to  consider,  so  it's  merely  a  proposal  on  paper  at 
this  point.   I  think  Commissioner  Evan's  asked  them,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
whether  the  site  selection  of  Harper's  Bridge  would  make  any  difference 
to  them  in  their  proposal,  and  they  said  no.   So  it  is  a  paper  proposal 
at  this  point.   I  think  we've  indicated  the  support  for  it  but  there  is 
no  money  right  now  to  purchase  property  or  to  proceed  with  the  project. 

Im  Barbara  Evans  County  Commissioner.    About  a  year  ago  Mr.  Greenwood 
came  to  see  me  and  we  discussed  the  Deep  Creek  project  at  least  a  year 
ago,  so  this  is  not  some  brand  new  idea  that  is  going  to  get  momentum  and 
were  going  to  have  it  next  week.   He  also  realizes  that  getting  any  money 
out  of  the  Legislature  this  year  is  very  questionable.   I  doubt  very  much 
that  there  going  to  get  any  this  year.   We  do  not  have  this  project  in 
our  capital  improvement  project.   I  dont  know  if  and  when  we  would  have 
any  park  money  available  to  help  out  on  this,  so  if  its  a  matter  of  money 
the  way  I  look  at  it  its  going  to  be  a  substantial  period  of  time  before 
there  able  to  do  anything.   We  do  support  the  concept  of  it  and  we  hope 
there  able  to  do  it,  but  we  personally  can't  base  our  decision  on  where 
to  put  the  bridge,  on  where  there  going  to  have  recreational  area. 
Certainly  if  the  recreational  goes,  and  it  requires  some  work  on  the  road 
we  would  have  to  cross  that  bridge  at  that  time.   No  pun  intended.   But  I 
don't  look  for  that  to  seriously  impact  the  bridge  no  matter  where  we  put 
it,  or  the  bridge  to  seriously  impact  the  recreation  area. 
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D.  THOMPSON:    They  probably  are  not  according  to  the  politicians,  may  be  there  not 

moving  to  fast  but  it  is  to  the  point  where  they  both  have  already  noti- 
fied the  leasees,  which  I  am  one  of,  of  the  impact  it's  going  to  have  on 
our  range  land,  which  we  have  some  20  thousand  acres  up  in  that  area.   It 
also  has  been  surveyed  by  the  Champion  International  and  is  already 
getting  ready  to  exchange  this  property.   So  maybe  their  going  to  be 
there  before  the  County  is.   I  think  someone  ought  to  at  least  check  into 
it  before  they  cross  that  bridge.   They  may  not  have  a  bridge  to  cross. 
No  pun  intended. 

M.  KEENER:     My  name  is  Martha  Keener  and  we  live  a  mile  just  off  of  the  pavement  on 
Big  Flag.   You  were  talking  about  safety.   One  of  the  things  on  safety, 
the  traffic  has  not  changed  since  Harper's  Bridge  has  been  closed.   We 
still  have  the  same  amount  of  traffic  up  there.   So,  if  you  were  going 
for  safety,  you  would  want  to  go  ahead  and  fix  the  road  up  there.   Also, 
you  mentioned  that  it  would  effect  the  wildlife  up  there.   The  traffic 
has  not  effected  it  yet,  and  so  I  am  for  Alternate  C  because  there  isn't 
any  difference  in  traffic.   Also,  it  does  cut  us  off  from  our  friends  on 
the  other  side  where  we  all  have  to  go  all  the  way  around  too  and  it  does 
wear  and  tear  on  our  vehicle  as  well  as  these  other  vehicles,  and  so  Im 
for  Alternative  C. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay  thank  you,  that  will  be  one  of  the  things  taken  into  consideration 
as  I  said,  as  far  as  the  final  review  goes.   Okay  any  body  else,  last 
comments.   Don't  forger  I  do  have  the  signup  sheets  up  here. 

I  guess  one  person  I  forgot  to  announce  over  there,  the  gal  that  was 
handing  out  all  of  the  paper  work  for  you,  Sally  Russell  is  our  office 
Manager  in  Helena,  she  is  down  here  on  another  meeting  so  she  came  out 
and  helped  me.   Thank  you  Sally.   Thank  you  all  very  much  for  input  this 
evening,  good  night. 
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INFORMAL  MEETING  OF  BIG  FLAT  AREA  RESIDENTS:       NOVEMBER  23,  1981 

A  meeting  was  convened  at  the  home  of  Byron  and  Judith  Olson  at 
1430  Big  Flat  Road  the  evening  of  Monday,  November  23,  1981,  attended 
by  concerned  residents  of  the  Big  Flat  area  of  Missoula  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  the  potential  impact  of  a  proposed  bridge  in  this  area. 

The  bridge  in  question  is  the  proposed  replacement  of  Harper's  Bridge. 
The  Missoula  County  Commissioners  recently  selected  a  site  about  four 
miles  upstream  from  the  existing  bridge.    It  is  the  change  of  the 
Location  of  the  bridge  which  prompts  considerable  concern  among  the 
residents  present  at  this  meeting. 

Considerable  discussion  was  held  in  respect  to  various  aspects  of 
this  question.   Persons  present  all  seemed  to  be  in  agreement  that 
a  bridge  is  necessary  at  the  lower  end  of  Big  Flat.   Most  people 
present  would  be  in  favor  of  utilizing  the  present  bridge  site  even 
if  it  meant  replacement  with  a  single-lane  bridge  with  no  change  in 
access.   Others  felt  that  perhaps  the  new  site  would  represent  an 
improvement  which  would  benefit  some  people,  however  there  was  concern 
expressed  by  all  persons  present  about  the  impact  of  a  bridge  at  the 
new  site.   It  was  generally  felt  that  this  has  not  been  adequately 
studied.   The  very  cursory  environmental  impact  review  of  the  proposed 
new  site  is  totally  inadequate  and  leaves  many  questions  of  grave 
concern  to  the  residents  unanswered.   As  a  result  of  this  feeling, 
the  enclosed  petition  was  signed  by  all  persons  present  unanimously 
calling  for  a  comprehensive  formal  environmental  impact  statement 
prior  to  any  future  decisions  in  respect  to  this  bridge.   In  addition, 
a  petition  will  be  circulated  throughout  the  entire  area  to  further 
endorse  this  call  for  an  environmental  impact  statement. 

The  specific  concerns  are  wide-ranging.   A  major  concern  is  the  future 
traffic  use.   Implicit  in  this  is  concern  about  the  implied  but  not 
expressed  plan  for  some  type  of  a  west  side  bypass  linking  the  junction 
of  Highway  93  North  and  1-90  with  93  South.   Such  a  bypass  would  have 
immense  impact  on  the  area.   The  present  Big  Flat  road  would  be  in  no 
way  adequate  to  handle  the  projected  traffic  increase  without  major 
improvements  throughout  its  length.   Because  of  the  terrain  and  loca- 
tion of  this  road,  the  costs  of  this  -development  of  course  would  be 
extremely  large  and  the  impact  on  the  area  very  great.   One  of  the 
areas  of  most  concern  about  this  enlarged  road  is  the  area  now  known 
as  Hidden  Heights.   The  quality  of  this  residential  area  would  be 
drastically  altered  by  such  a  road. 

The  relatively  large  amount  of  flood  plain  and  changeable  course  of  the 
river  is  also  a  major  concern  to  area  residents.   A  recent  alteration  for 
the  purpose  of  developing  an  irrigation  system  by  one  of  the  ranches  had 
an  immediate  impact  on  the  river  course,  resulting  in  significant  erosion 
on  the  opposite  shore  with  as  much  as  five-acre  losses  of  land  from 
properties  downstream.   The  impact  of  the  actual  bridge  construction  and 
site  chosen  would  have  to  be  very  carefully  studied  including  the  area 


above  this  bridge  site  which  may  require  rather  extensive  placement  of 
rip-rap  aLong  the  river  banks.   In  addition,  the  Big  Flat  irrigation 
ditch  runs  quite  close  to  the  river  just  upstream  of  Melody  Lane  and 
would  be  jeopardized  by  any  change  in  river  course  near  that  site. 

In  addition,  the  height  of  the  bridge  as  proposed  at  the  County 
Commissioners  meeting  in  May  would  be  such  that  during  high  water  there 
would  be  a  high  risk  of  accumulation  of  large  amounts  of  debris  against 
the  bridge. 

Flood  erosion  of  the  towers  carrying  electric  power  across  the  river  in 
that  area  would  jeopardize  the  power  source  for  the  entire  Big  Flat  area. 
This  has  occurred  in  the  past  and  would  require  careful  study. 

The  entire  area  of  Big  Flat  and  upstream  areas  through  the  Hidden  Heights 
area  have  been  carefully  zoned  with  numerous  reinforcing  covenants  to 
preserve  the  rural  atmosphere  of  this  area  and  eliminate  the  construction 
of  trailer  courts  or  any  commercial  activity.  The  population  density  also 
has  been  limited.  This  has  received  strong  support  from  the  residents  of 
the  area  and  reflects  the  ongoing  feeling  of  this  zone  to  try  to  preserve 
the  current  rural  atmosphere. 

Wildlife  abounds  in  this  area,  including  osprey,  deer,  moose,  badger, 
beaver,  eagles,  numerous  other  birds  and  waterfowl,  and  occasional  elk 
are  seen  in  this  area.   The  quality  of  life  in  this  rural  atmosphere  has 
attracted  the  present  residents  with  the  full  knowledge  that  there  is 
limited  access.   It  is  our  great  fear  that  the  new  bridge  has  the  potential 
of  drastically  altering  this  aspect  of  life  on  Big  Flat  and  reinforces  the 
need  for  a  very  careful  environmental  impact  study. 

The  Council  Grove  area  just  downstream  of  the  bridge  is  an  important 
historic  site  which  must  be  also  protected  and  given  careful  thought. 

The  residents  continue  to  feel  that  the  replacement  of  the  present  old 
bridge  or  conceivably  even  the  limited  repair  of  the  present  old  bridge 
has  not  been  given  adequate  careful  Thought. 


We  hope  the  above  considerations  will  emphasize  the  importance  of  requiring 
a  comprehensive  environmental  impact  statement  before  any  further  decisions 
are  made  in  respect  to  the  Harper  Bridge  replacement. 


Respectfully  submitted, 


Byron  C.  Olson,  M.  D. 
Acting  Secretary 
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33^0  BigFlat  Rd 
Missoula,  Mt. 


u  <.i  ar   oir: 


I  support  the  needi  for  a  study  that  compares  the  environmental 
impacts  (physical ,  biological,  social,  and  economic) 
clothe  lour  alternatives  for  a  bridge  to  replace  Harper 
bridge.   1  do  not  want  an  envirornentai  impact  statement 
that  will  simply  disclose  the  impacts  of  the  selected 
alternative  or  one  that  simply  justifies  the  decision 
already  made.   This  would  be  a  total  waste  of  the  tax- 
payers money, 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  people  of  Missoula  county  and 
in  particular  those  of  the  Big  Flat  area  have  oeen  made 
fully  aware  of  the  full  social  and  economic  impacts  on  them 
which  will  result  from  a  new  bridge  across  the  river. 
The  easier  access  will  result  in  a  change  in  life  style 
of  the  residents  of  Big  Flat  it  may  result  in  furthur  sub- 
division of  lAnds  on  Big  FlAt.   This  may  result  in  an  increased 
enrollment  at  target  Range  school  which  could  result  in  a 
new  school  or  an  addition  to  the  present  school  with  the 
resulting  bond  for  financing  thus  higher  taxes. 

is  it  the  intent  to  create  a  new  by-pass  around  Missoula? 
What  standard  road  is  to  be  built  from  the  new  bridge 
to  hihgway  93?   What  are  the  long  term  as  well  as  the 
short  term  impacts  to  the  community  and  to  the  Big  Flat 
residents?   Will  there  be  a  new  by-pass  that  will  result 
in  reduced  business  for  those  buisenesses  along  Reserve 
street? 

There  are  many  Qestions  that  have  not  been  answered  and 
the  citezens  of  Missoula  have  a  right  to  have  answers 
before  the  tax-payers  money  are  spent. 


Thank  You  for  your  consideration 
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TARGET  RANCH  HOMEOWNERS'  ASSOCIATION 
BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS'  RESOLUTION 
REGARDING  HARPER'S  BRIDGE  REPLACEMENT 


The  Target  Range  Homeowners'  Association  .supports  what  we  feel  to  be  the  concensus 
of  the  Big  Flat  Homeowners. 

At  a  public  meeting  in  May  of  1981,  the  overwhelming  sentiment  expressed  by  those 
present  was  in  support  of  replacement  of  the  present  Harper's  Bridge  with  a  safer 
bridge  at  the  present  site. 

The  homeowners  have  expressed  a  desire  for  a  one  lane  bridge  rep.1  a  cement ,  but 

realizing  that  this  is  not  a  safe  alternative,  we  support  a  two  lane  bridge  using 
Lhe  present  approaches.   We  feel  that  this  option  has  not  been  fully  explored 
except  in  a  needlessly  deluxe  version. 

Any  other  alternatives,  we  feel,  would  have  a  markedly  detrimental  effect  on  tiie 
living  environment  of  the  Big  Plat. 

We  further  feel  that  any  significant  change  in  traffic  patterns  through  the 

Big  Flat  would  markedly  congest  what  is  now  a  semi-rural  residential  area  of 

Missoula  County  and  eventually  favor  rapid  and  commercial  development  of  the 
Big  Flat  area. 

On  this  basis,  we  particularly  oppose  the  concept  of  a  western  Missoula  bypass 
through  the  Big  Flat  and  any  plans  for  a  bridge  that  would  later  serve  this 
purpose . 


Paul  R.  Pramenko 

President 

Target  Range  Homeowners'  Association 
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MISSOULA  CO.  SURVE 
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Missoula, 2-11-83 

TO  WHOM  IT  MY  CONCERN 

Project.  BR  9032  (4) 

Harpers  Bridge 

We,  David  Urfer  and  Margaret  Urfer  are  in  favor  of  a  new  bridge. 

A  new  bridge  would  alleviate  a  number  of  problems  such  as  icy  roads  in  the  winter 

and  a  congested  McKlay  bridge  in  the  summer. 

Alternative  Bl  seems  to  be  the  logical  place  for  a  new  bridge. 
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lavid  Urfer 


Margaret  Urfer 
2875  Urfer  Drive 
Missoula, Montana  59801 


Department  of  Highways 
Public  Hearings  Unit 
2701  Prospect  Ave. 
Helena, Montana  59620 
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ECEJ  VED 

Gary  J.  Wicks,  Director  (J CI  -5  198? 

State  Highway  Department 

Helena,  Montana       5950^  E  L  E  N  A,  M  0  N  T  A  N  A 

RE:     Harper's  Bridge 

Dear  Mr.  Wicks: 


This  is  a  formal  request  that  your  department  and  the  Federal  Hiohw^v 

ass:  srasffsyss^ar  -d  -^  sa«— 

resolution  selecting  Alternate  "B-l"  as  the  site  Sr^  h™      n  ™?  ^SSed  a 
nent.     During  the  May  28th  hearina  lnd  ^     „h  a  Harper  Bridge  replace- 

hearings  there  was  a  voct?  ™f  ™       .-      subsequent  highway  Commission 

assessment.     Funds  for  this  assessmsnt^Se^o?  avShJb^  J  enV1™^ 

sys  s? we  Provide  to- The  ^-^^^^^^^^ 

was  not  actively  solicited  by  S^oSiSSftSlliSSfa    ^  ^^ 
local  newspaper  article  re-cappinq  the  MsZnSlf  ?  frcm  a  recent 
"hold  status".     We  now  believe  XStvrf^^  ***  preS£nt 
the  site  we  selected  and  that  local  S^?J?™  Y        ^e  resxdente  support 
for  demanding  a  full  envirSenSS  a2£2^        "°  l0nger  a  Valid  reason 

During  our  deliberations  between  thr,  p„hi-;.  tt 

carefully  considered  the  SSSg^idoS  site^S^t  f  ^  OUr  Site  s^tion  we 
earthslides  along  the  existing  access  nv.dih^  <***"**  d*ta  on  -the  major 
public  testimony       These  slides  ^MrhSf     k       WaS  not  included  in  any 
were  one  of  the'  no,  or  Reasons  ^e  S£t£  ttoSS?.  **  £***  ^°*», 
have  been  in  existence  for  years  and  an - h  n       !     ^  Slte'     These  slides 
used  to  go  along  the  river  aTthe ^  or  £  ^°*     ^e  Bi<^  Flat  R(^d 

relocated  in  atout  3973  because  n^lufL^t-51^  bUt  ii:  had  to  te 
new  road  was  out  into  the  hillside  ab^he^^V^C°VBn!d  ^  r0ad'     Tte 
the  pnotographs  the  slides  have  now  ninv  "■]  ^      fu       ,Ut  ^  you  can  3ee  f™ 
the  road,     it  is  only  a  n^tter^iTuntS  SS^Jgf  Jf  .**?  «*  °f 

me  load  will  again  have  to  be 
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WICKS  coat, 


rebuilt  at  another  location.  We  arc  opposed  to  a  bridge  at  the  existing  site 
because  it  would  drastically  increase  traffic  near  these  slides.  This  would 
be  both  dangerous  and  eventually  very  expensive. 

The  danger  of  this  road  serving  the  existing  bridge  site  was  tragically  demonstra- 
ted this  Spring  when  a  van  tipped  over  the  edge  and  rolled  about  200  feet 
down  the  ban]-:  into  the  river  drowning  the  occupant.  Earlier  in  the  Winter 
a  pickup  truck  also  slid  over  the  edge  and  rolled  down  the  steep  bank  but 
was  stopped  by  trees  before  entering  the  river.  These  accidents  reaffirmed 
our  belief  that  the  existing  road  is  too  dangerous  to  accept  the  traffic 
increase  proposed  by  a  replacement  bridge  at  the  existing  site.  A  bridge  at 
the  site  selected  would  significantly  decrease  traffic  along  the  dangerous 
section  of  the  road. 

We  believe  the  existing  bridge  site  is  not  a  valid  location  for  a  replacement 


because: 

1) 
2) 

3} 
4) 


It  would  generate  traffic  along  a  very  dangerous  section  of  road 

It  would  result  in  a  higher  cost  to  the  State  and  Federal  Governments 

because  it  is  the  longest  bridge  site. 

It  would  result  in  a  higher  cost  to  the  County  as  we  are  forced  to 

reburla  the  existing  road  because  of  the  safety  hazards  and  the  slide 

problems . 

Significant  environmental  damage  and  impact  would  result,  from  attempting 
to  build  a  secondary  standard  road  along  this  steep  hillside. 

We  think  these  reasons  are  quite  obvious  and  that  neither  the  State  nor  the 
County  need  to  spend  thousands  of  dollar's  for  a  study  to  document  them. 

In  summary  we  believe  the  shift  in  public  opinion  and  the  now  proven  hazards  on 
£!  SSS£vi  roaa,^ly  3f  tify  a  'finding  of  no  significant  environmental  :unpact< 
for  the  bridge  site  we  selected.  We  request  you  orocess  this  request  with  an 
urgent  priority.  A  bicyclist  fell  off  the  old  bridge  this  summer  and  was  only 
saved  from  drowning  through  the  lucky  freak  of  a  floating  bicycle.  It  is  only 
a  matter  of  time  until  another  tragedy  takes  place  or,  the  old  bridge  or  access 
road . 

BQARp-pF  COMTY  CCf-MISS^ERS 
BarbaraJBvans ,  Chairman 


\J^^=^^^^=^c^CJ^^ 


Gerniaine  C-Qrirad,  Commissioner  / 
I       P       -y £ 


Bob  Pa.lm£>r,  Commissioner 

^  cc:  ^Slral  Highway  Ministration         ^*^       P&UH *  »  < 

^  County  Surveyor  J  0*7     5"/4-/V^'^^6^'  * 
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